¥t» (^«)-73 


RE GISTERED No. D. (D)-73 



£FRxT optt 

(the (Baxette 





' 'Ii* 



I 


S uf afVTT ^ 5TCrffT?T 

PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 


«• 23] nf froft, ul^nv, 10, 1978/vwss 20, 1900 

No. 23] NEW DELHI, SATURDAY, JUNE 10, 1978/JYAISTHA 20, 1900 

T* wi if fww q«s rwt ^ trrtfl | fim% fa rk w*nr wvm % if w ua 
Separate paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 

mn II — <ror 3 — tt-upri (ii) 

PART II— Section 3— Sub-Section (ii) 

(T«n *r*rm«r vt ofafrc) vmw wngrx $ nmswf *ftr (tin ttw da nnraai ift tftfvrt) 
dnfht snftmfaff im srrfi faq wq trtfnfew wrtvr afk wfa^nq' 

Statutory Orders and Notifications issued by the Ministries of the Government of India 
(other than the Ministry of Defence) by Central Authorities 
(other than the Administrations of Union Territories) 


nrrn fcrofa* atrubr 

Wt 8 wfo, 1978 

RTJoWtr* 1645. — SfwfaftCrT WfafaWW, 1951 vft HTH 

106 % <91 Jr forfarr vnftiT, 1977 vr waff trrrr 

1977 «pt 3 5 r four w swnmnr, wr 

niff a 4 19 7 8, W WI^VI imfVRT TTflT ^ 1 

( 9 $ «rrw *HnfI ff qfiu t ) 

[Wo 82/Wo Ho^rWo/ 3 / 77 ] 
wto Wr’TIJlWT'iH, wfV* 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
New Delhi, (he 8th May, 1978 

S.O. 1645. — In pursuance of the section 106 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Cotnmis- 
»ion hereby publishes the Order dated the 4th April, 1978 
of the High Court of Madhya Pradesh, Jabalpur, in 
election petition No. 3 of 1977. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH, 
JABALPUR 

Before the Hon. Shri Justice K. K. Dube 
Electron Petition No. 3 of 1977 

Pratul ebandra Dwivedi aged about 50 years son of 
Madhava Prasad Dwivedi, resident of— In front of 

216 GI/78. 


old Power House, Kailashpuri, Chhindwara, district 
Chhindwars. 

PETmONER. 

Versus 

1. Gargi Shankar Mishra aged about 57 years, son of 

Ramshankar Mishra, resident of Circular Bhawaa, 
Girja Kund Ward, Seoni, district Seoni. 

2. Prasant Kumar aged about 45 years son of N. H. 

Banerji, resident of village West Badkuhi, P.O. 
Chandameta Tahsil and District Chhindwara. 

3. Dr. Basant S. Rao aged 45 years, son of Shivaji Rao 

Kamle, resident of Sauser, Tahsil Sauser, District 
Chhindwara. 

RESPONDENTS. 

Shri L. S. Baghel, Advocate for the petitioner. 

Shri Y. S, Dharmadhikari 
Shri D. M. Dharmadhikari 
Shri B. M, U1I 
Ku. Kanti Rao 
Shri K. K, Tiwari 

None for respondents 2 and 3; ex parte. 

Petition under Sections 80A Rnd 81 of the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, challenging the election of Shri 
Gargishankar Mishra to the Lok Sabha, from 27-Chhind- 
wara Constituency, declared on 21-3-1977. 

ORDER 

This is an election petition under Sections 8QA sod 81 »t 


( Advocates for the Respondent 
No. 1. 
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the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter 
referred to as ‘the Act’) seeking to call in question the 
election of respondent No, 1 from 27-Chhindwara Lok Sabha 
Constituency m Parliamentary elections held in 1977. 

2. Of the four candidates in the election, the respondent 

No. 1, Gargishanhar Mishra, fought on Congress ticket while 
the petitioner, Pratulchandra Dwivedi, contested the election 
on Janta Party ticket. The remaining two candidates, 
Prasant Kumar and Dr. Basant Rao were not sponsored by 
any party and were independent candidates. The election 
programme was as under : 


Last date for filling nominations 
Date of scrutiny ; 

Date of withdrawal ; 

Date of poll ; 

Date of countirg ; 


; 17-2-1977. 

; 18-2-1977. 
;2t-2-1977. 
; 19-3-1 977. 
;21-3-1977. 


The votes obtained by the contesting candidates were as 
under 

(1) Gargishnnker Mishra (Congress) 99,396. 


to be a candidate. The respondent No. 1 totally denied the 
corrupt practices being false. He specifically pleaded that 
the Sub-Divisional Ofheer, Gajaria, was transferred from 
Amarwada since there were complaints against him that he 
was siding the Janta Party. 


5. On the basis of the above pleadings, the following issues 
were framed : — 

1. (a) Whether nomination of respondent No. 1 Gergi&han- 
kar Mishra was wrongly accepted 7 

(b) Whether respondent No. 1 failed to make or subscribe 
oath or affirmation as prescribed by Article 84(a) of the 
Constitution of India ? 


(c) Whether the election results have been njaterially 
affected by improper acceptance of nomination of the res- 
pondent No. 1 ? 

2. (a) Whether the respondent No. 1 procured assistance 
of Shri U. 6. Bajpai, Commissioner, JabalpUr Division as 
alleged in paras 6(A), (B), (C), (D), (F), (F), (G) and 

(H) for furtherance of the prospects of his election 


(2) Pratulchandra Dwivedi (Janta) 97,027. 

(3) Prasant Kumar (Independent) - 24,150, 

(4) Dr. Basant S. Rao (Independent) 6,370. 


2. (b) Whether allegations in para 6(A) to (H) of the 
election petilion lack in material particulars ? 

3. Whether the petitioner is entitled to a declaration that 
he has been duly elected ? 


The respondent No. 1, Shri Gargishankar Mishra was de- 
clared to have been elected having secured the majority of 
votes. 

3, The election of respondent No. 1 is challenged on the 
ground ; first, that he had not made and subscribed the pres- 
cribed oath or affirmation required under Article 84(a) of the 
Constitution of India and was, therefore, disqualified to con- 
test the election. It is averred that the prescribed oath or 
affirmation was subscribed at 1.00 P.M. on February 17, 1977 
when the respondent No. 1 could not be said to have been 
nominated to fin the Chhindwara scat in the House of People. 
The respondent No. 1, it is alleged, filed his nomination papers 
at 1.15 P.M. and till the time he had filed his nomination 
papers he could not be said to have been nominated and, there- 
fore, the occasion for taking the prescribed oath or affirma- 
tion did not arise. This objection was raised at the time of 
scrutiny before the Returning Officer but he rejected it. It is 
further stated that the election results were materially affected 
by the improper acceptance of the nomination paper of res- 
pondent No. 1. The election is also challenged on the ground 
that respondent No. 1 procured or obtained the assistance of 
Shri U. S. Bajpai, Commissioner, Jabalpur Division, for fur- 
thering his prospects in the election. It is alleged that Shri 
U. S. Baipai, on 13(h March 1977 at Chhindwara with the 
consent of respondent No, 1, asked the Patwaris and the re-' 
venue officers to help respondent No. 1 in the election & tried 
to influence one R. K. Gajaria, Sub-Divisional Officer to help 
the respondent No. 1 in his election. But since Gajaria did 
not agree to the proposal, ho was transferred from Amarwada 
to Chhindwara. Shn U. S. Bajpai is further alleged to have 
called the Patwaris and Excise Officers at Chhindwara, Amar- 
wada and Barrai and asked them to support the respondent 
No- 1 and to procure votes for him so that respondent No. 1 
comes out victorious in the erection. The Commissioner is 
also alleged tc have asked some P.W.D. Officer at Harrai to 
assist the respondent No. 1 in his electioneering. Thus, it 
was alleged that the respondent No. 1 committed corrupt prac- 
tices under section 123(7) of Ihe Representation of the People 
Act. The petitioner not only prays that the election be set 
aside but also prays that he be declared elected 


4. Relief and costs 7 

6. Issue No. 1(a), (b) and (c). — Before proceeding to 
examine whether the nomination papers of the respondent No. 

1 were improperly accepted, it would be necessary to find out 
as to what had actually happened in the case. The nomina- 
tion papers of the respondent No. 1 indicate that ofthe f°d f 
nomination papers presented before the Returning Officer, the 
first one was at 1.15 P.M. on 17-2-1977 while it would appear 
from the oath form that the oath was made and subscribed at 
1.00 P.M. The validity of the oath Is not disputed except 
on the ground that it was made at a time when the respon- 
dent No. 1 could not be said to have been nominated- The 
most important evidence here is that of the Returning Officer, 
Shri J. L. Bose (P.W. 4). At the time of scrutiny deciding 
an objection in favour of respondent No. 1, Shri Bose (P.W. 4) 
stated that the respondent No. 1 had deposited the security 
amount before 1.00 P.M. on 17-2 1977. Thereafter, he had 
shown the nomination form to him. He, therefore, did not 
record the time on the nomination paper when it was present- 
ed to him. Since the oath form was not in order, the res- 
pondent No. 1 took away all the papers and went to make 
the oath in the next room. After he had subscribed the oath, 
he had filed all the nomination papers albng with the oath 
form and other papers. From this order, it wjjuld appear 
that the nomination papers were first made over to him but 
the same were taken back by the respondent No. I. In his 
evidence before the Court, the Returning Officer stated the 
same thing. He stated that the respondent No. 1 had pro- 
duced the nomination papers and the oath form sworn at Seonl. 
Respondent had already deposited the security amount and 
had produced the receipt. Since the oath form was not in 
proper form, he asked the respondent No. 1 to subscribe the 
oath in the correct form. He directed him to take the oath 
in the adjoining room before the First Class Magistrate deput- 
ed for that purpose. The respondent No. 1 took the oath 
form and also took away the nomination papers. He, there- 
fore, did not record the timing of the presentation of the 
nomination papers at that time. The timing on the nomina- 
tion papers was recorded when respondent No. 1 filed the 
oath form along with the nomination papers. The nomina- 
tion forms were presented at 1.15 P.M. 


4. The respondent No. 1 has denied these allegations. He 
stated that he had presented the nomination papers which 
were duly proposed and accepted by him along with the neces- 
sary receipt of the security deposit and one oath form some 
time before 1.00 P.M. on February 17, 1977. He handed 
over the papers to the Returning Officer and the Returning 
Officer pointed out that the oath subscribed by him was on 
obsolete form, The Returning Officer gave him the correct 
form. The respondent No. 1 then stated that he took the form 
of oath given to him and went to the adjoining room where 
he subscribed the necessary oath and brought the form and 
presented it again to the Returning Officer along with the 
•ame nomination papers. He denied that he was not qualified 


7. Sharad Roday (P. W. 9) who had filed nomination, stated 
that he was closely watching the respondent No. 1 as to what 
he was doing with a view to know what he ought to do him- 
self. According to this witness, the respondent No. 1 filed 
the nomination papers sitting in the room near the table of 
one Chourasla Baboo (P.W. 3), According to Roday, the res- 
pondent No. 1 was sitting in the adjoining room where oath 
was taken and after subscribing the oath, he came to the 
room where Returning Officer was sitting. He then sat new 
the table of Hiralal Chourasia and filled in the nomination. 
f orm. The respondent No. 1 submitted the forms at about 
L00 P.M. Sharad Roday submitted his form at about 1.05 P.M. 
The respondent No. 1, according to him, filed hi? Domination 
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before him. This evidence clearly establishes that the res- 
pondent No. 1 had presented the nomination forms before 
1.00 P.M. on 17-2-1977. 

8. Another witness, Hiralal C'hourasia (P.W. 3), examined 
by the petitioner, stated that the respondent No. 1 had the 
oath form with him when he filed the nomination papers. He 
asserted that he had seen the respondent No. 1 filing bis 
nomination papers. He has further stated that the nomination 
forms were filled in his presence. The respondent No. 1, 
Gaurishankar Mishra has stated that he had brought the nomi- 
nation forms duly filled in. They had been filled in the Co- 
operative Bank building. 1 am inclined to believe the respon- 
dent No. 1 when he stated that he had come ready with the 
forms dyly filled in for the purpose of firing. The respondent 
No. 1 had fought two elections before and it is more pro- 
bable that respondent No. 1 would have his forms proposed 
and signed beforehand and would not postpone this work 
to be done in the crowded room of the Returning Officer. I, 
would, therefore, reject the evidence of Hiralal Chourasia 
(P.W. 3) and Sharad Roday (P.W. 9) that the forms were 
filled in the Returning Officer’s room by respondent No. 1. 

9. From the above evidence, it is quite clear that respondent 
No. 1 had presented the nomination papers sometime before 
1.00 P.M. This is also the evidence of respondent No. 1 that 
he had submitted the nomination papers along with the oath 
form before the Returning Officer, It is further clear from the 
above evidence that the Returning Officer returned the inva- 
lid old form to the respondent No. 1 and asked him to take 
the oath in an adjoining room in proper form. The respon- 
dent No. 1 had taken the form. According to the Returning 
Officer, the respondent No. 1 had taken the nomination papers 
back and re-submitted them along with the oath form. How- 
ever, according to respondent No. 1, he left the nomination 
papers on the table but only took the oath form and after 
subscribing the oath, submitted them before the Returning 
Officer. 


10. It appears true that Shri Gaurishankar Mishra respon- 
dent No. 1 was in doubt as to ihe true legal position as to 
when the oath had to be subscribed. This is dear because 
he had already brought the oath form sworn at Sconi. All 
the same, it is also clear that he had come wholly prepared 
to file the nomination forms and not merely to take advice of 
the Returning Officer. When he presented the nomination 
forms it was with the intention of fifing them and not with 
the purpose of merely showing them to the Returning Officer. 
Now, once the nomination forms have been delivered to the 
Returning Officer, it would not be permissible to take them 
back. The presentation of nomination contemplated under 
section 33 of the Act is by delivery to the Returning Officer 
of the nomination paper. The respondent No. 1 having hand- 
ed over the nomination papers to the Returning Officer had, 
in fact, complied with the requirements of section 33 and it 
was not open to the Returning Officer to return back the forms 
to the respondent No. 1. There is no provision for returning 
the nomination paper once it has been delivered. If the can- 
didate wanted to withdraw, he could do so by making an 
application under section 37 of the Act. However, as to 
what had actually transpired, I have to reply on the Returning 
Officer. As to what would constitute delivery of document 
would be a question of fact and the test would be whether 
the respondent No. 1 had lost domain over the papers when 
he had handed over them to the Returning Officer. As already 
pointed out, there is nothing in the evidence of respondent 
No. 1 to suggest that he wanted the papers back but it was 
the respondent No. 1 had not appreciated the true legal position 
and there is no escape from the conclusion that the nomina- 
tion papers had, in fact, been delivered to the Returning Offi- 
cer. This had taken place a little before 1,00 P.M, 


II- If, however, it is held that the nomination papers w 
delivered at 115 P.M. could it be said that the oath wh 
was subscribed at 1.00 P.M. was at a time when the resp 
1 had not nominated. Part V, chapter I 
the Representation of the People Act deals with nominal 
of candidates. Under section 30, a notification calling ut 
a constituency to elect a member is issued appointing 
»l tC *ST “ akin 8 nominations, which shall be the sevcj 
day after the date of pub ication of the notification. In t 
notification, the date for the scrutiny of nominations, the ! 
date for the withdrawal of candidatures and the date 

election' .w? mdica v d ' Under action 31, public notice 
“f ve “ ‘“Xu 1 " 8 nominations of candidates specify 
the place at which the nomination papers are to be deliver 


the Returning Officer who had returned them, If they were 
really returned, the respondent No. l’s position would not 
materially improve by leaving the documents at the table. I 
am, however, of the view that the Returning Officer as also 
It would appear that the nomination could not take place 
before the dates indicated under sections 30 and 31. Section 
32 deals with nomination of candidate!) for election and any 
person may be nominated as a candidate^ for election fill a 
seat if he is qualified to be chosen to fill that seat under 
the provisions of the Constitution and the Representation of 
the People Act. This section is followed by section 33 which 
deals with presentation of nomination paper and requirements 
for a valid nomination. 

12. It would appear that in the process of nomination, 
there would have to be a nomination papers completed in the 
prescribed form and signed by the candidate and by an elec- 
tor of the constituency as a proposer. The nomination is 
to fill a seat and the candidate has to be qualified to be chosen 
to fill that neat under he provisions of the Constitution and 
the Act. The nomination paper has to be delivered in per- 
son by the proposer or the candidate between the hours of 
eleven o’clock in the forenoon and three o’clock in the 
afternoon to the Returning Officer at the place specified in 
this behalf in the notice issued under section 31. There are 
other requirements given in section 33 which have to be 
complied with. By section 34, a candidate shall not be 
deemed to be duly nominated for election from a constitu- 
ency unless the deposits or causes to be deposited the secu- 
rity amount stated under this section. 

13. The nomination envisaged under section 32 has 
necessarily to refer to the filing of nomination under sec- 
tion 33 and deposit made under section 34. Sections 30 to 
34 thus deal with the process of nomination and it cannot be 
riaid that the nomination of candidate is done when the 
proposer and the candidate signed the nomination paper. 
Section 34 would make it abundantly clear that the candidate 
shall not be deemed to be duly nominated for election from 
a constituency unless he deposited the security amount The 
nomination is, therefore, dependent not only on the presen- 
tation of the nomination paper but also on the deposit made 
under section 34. It would also appear clear from the 
decision of the Supreme Court in Khaje Khanavar Khadar- 
khan Hussain Khan and another V. Siddavanaballi Nijalinaga- 
ppa and another (A.I.R. 1969 Supreme Court 1034) that the 
affirmation or the oath has to be made after the nomination 
paper has been filed. Their Lordships observed as under ; — 

“In the High Court that affirmation was challenged so- 
lely on the ground that it should have been made 
prior to the filing of the nomination paper, and that 
ground, of course, had no force because the form 
of affirmation given in the Third Schedule to the 
Constitution itself make it manifest that Ihe affir- 
mation must be made after the nomination paper 
has been filed,’’ 

14. That being the legal position, I have now to consider 
whether or not there has been a substantial compliance of 
the provisions of the Constitution and the Act. It was 
pointed out that under section 36(4), the Returning Officer 
is enjoined not to reject any nomination paper on the ground 
of any defect which is not of a substantial character. It is 
contended that when the nomination forms had actually been 
on the table of the Returning Officer it ought to be held 
that there has been a nomination of the respondent No. 1 as 
contemplated under Article 84 of the Constitution and the 
oath subscribed by him after he had been nominated. 

15. In Virji Ram Sutaria V. BathalaJ Premji Bhanvadia 
and others (A.I.R. 1970 Supreme Court 765) the Supreme 
Court was of the view that there should be a substantial 
compliance of Article 173(a) of the Constitution in the cir- 
cumstances surrounding the making and the subscribing of 
the oath even if the compliance was not literal. The Sup- 
reme Court laid down the ingredients of Article 173(a) of 
the Constitution. The Supreme Court relied on the statement 
of objects and reasons io the Bill seeking amendment of 
Article 19, 84 and 173 of the Constitution. It was observed 
as under : — 

1 High Court held that there was substantial com- 
pliance with the requirements of Article 173(a) 
cf the Constitution in the circumstances surround- 
ing the making and the subscribing of the oath 
even if the compliance was not literal. We are in 
tuil agreement wilh that view, The essential re- 
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quirements of Article 173(a) of the Constitution 
for our present purpose is that in order to be 
qualified to be chosen to fill a seat in the Legis- 
lature of a State a person (i) must be a citizen of 
India and (ii) must make and subscribe before a 
person duly authorised an oath or affirmation accor- 
ding to the form set out for the purpose in the 
Third Schedule. Form VU-A contains the follow- 
ing essential requirements : 

(1) The person taking the oath or making the affir- 
mation must have been nominated as a candidate to 
fill a seat in the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council. 

( 2 ) That ho will bear true faith and allegiance to the 
Constitution of India as by law established ; and 

(3) That he will uphold the sovereignty and integrity 

of India. 

The vital requirements, therefore, are (a) the securing 
of a nomination, and (b) declaration of bearing 
true faith and allegiance to the Constitution and a 
promise to uphold the sovereignty and integrity of 
India. The security of a nomination precedes the 
making of a declaration. The real purpose of the 
oath is that the person concerned must give an 
mule [taking to bear true faith and allegiance to 
the Constitution and uphold the sovereignty and 
integrity of India. This is brought out by the 
Statement of objects and Reasons to the Bill No. 

1 of 1963 seeking to amend Articles 19, 84 and 
173 of the Constitution. The statement of Objects 
and Reasons notes the recommendation of the 
Committee on National Integration and Regionalism 
and its view “that every candidate for the member- 
ship of a State Legislature or Parliament, and every 
aspirent to, and incumbent of, public office should 
pledge himself to uphold the Constitution and to 
preserve the integrity and sovereignty of the Union 
and that forms of oath in the Third Schedule to the 
Constitution should be suitably amended for the 
purpose.” The Bill proposed to give effect to the 
recommendation by amending Clauses (2), (3) and 

(4) of Article 19 as also Articles 84 and 173 and , 
the forms of oath in the Third Schedule. The 
words in the form of oath in Form VII-A. 


"I will uphold the sovereignty and integrity of India” 
were inserted by the Constitution Fifteenth Amend- 
ment Act 1963 giving effect to the view of the said 
Committee." 


16. In Pashupati Nath Singh v. Harihar Prasad Singh 
■I.R- 1968 Supreme Court 1064) the Supreme Court consi- 
dered the meanting of the words “having been nominated" oc- 
curing in the oalh form in the Third Schedule of the Consti- 
tution. It was stated that the oath or affirmation cannot be made 
or subscribed by a candidate before he has been nominated 
as a candidate. The Supreme Court was considering the ques- 
tion whether the nomination paper was improperly rejected by 
the Returning Officer. The oath in that case was made on 
the date of scrutiny and there was no oath or affirmation 
made either before or after the nomination paper. In Hussain 
Khan’s case (supra), the respondent whose election was 
sought to bo challenged had filed the nomination paper from 
three constituencies. As regards Shiggaon constituency he had 
filed the oath form on the date of scrutiny. The Supreme 
Court held that this was invalid according to the rule in 
Pashupati Nath Singh's case. However, it was permissible to 
consider if any oath or affirmation was made or subscribed 
before the date of scrutiny even though such oath or affirma- 
tion was made or subscribed with respect to other nomina- 
tion before the same Returning Officer though in respect of 
different constituency. It would appear from the facts of the 
case that such affirmation was in fact validly made on the 
19th and 20th January, 1967. The Supreme Court considering 
the legality of the nomination in respect of Shiggaon •consti- 
tuency accepted the affirmation done in regard to another 
constituency. It was stated that there was no requirement that 
the qualifications envisaged under Article 173(a) of the Consti- 
tution must be acquired separately in respect of each con- 
stituency from which the respondent was seeking election. 


17. It was then stated that the purpose of Article 173(a) 
is to ensure that any person who wants to be a member 
of the Legislature of a State must bear true faith and alle- 
giance to the Constitution of India as by law established 
and undertake to uphold the sovereignty and integrity of 
India and to ensure this, he must make an oath or affirma- 
tion. It was observed in Hussain Khan’s case (supra) as 
under : — 

“Once such an oath or affirmation is made before a 
competent authority in respect of one constituency, 
he becomes bound by that oath or affirmation even 
if he gets elected to Legislature from a different 
constituency, so that there is no necessity that ho 
must make oath or affirmation repeatedly on his 
being nominated from more than one constituency. 
The language of Article 173 (a) also makes this very 
clear because all that it requires is one oath or 
affirmation m accordance with the form set out in 
the Third Schedule to the Constitution so as to 
remove the disqualification from being a candidal* 
for election to the Legislature of the State. The 
Article does not mention that the making of oath 
or affirmation is to be preliminary to the validity of 
candidature in each constituency and recognises the 
fact that once the necessary qualification is obtained, 
that qualification removes the bar laid down by 
that Article". 

It is clear from the observations of the Supreme Court that 
the qualification is acquired by taking the necessary oath 
even while the oath was taken or affirmation made in con- 
nection with another constituency and which was clearly not 
with respect to the nomination in question. Once the quali- 
fication was acquired that qualification removed the bar laid 
down by that Article. Can it be said, therefore, that the taking 
of oath by the respondent No. 1 in this case removed the 
bar under Article 84 of the Constitution. Now, in the instant 
case, the oath had been taken after the proposal had been 
made and accepted by the candidate. There were four such 
proposal forms and there were four such acceptances by 
the candidate. The candidate had also deposited the security 
amount of Rs. 500 as required under section 34 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951. The respondent No. 1 
who had come prepared to file the nomination had actually pro- 
duced the nomination papers along with other documents and 
delivered them to the Returning Officer at a little earlier 
than 1.00 P.M. The Returning Officer undoubtedly pointed 
out the mistake in the oath form and asked the respondent 
No. 1 to subscribe the oath in the correct form which he 
made over to him. However, the Returning Officer also re- 
turned the nomination forms. The respondent No. 1 took the 
oath form as also the nomination forms. The nomination 
forms were left on the table before the Returning Officer. 
He went to the next room, made and subscribed the necessary 
oath and then came and filed the oath form as well as the 
nomination papers. On the presentation of the nomination 
papers in the first instance the respondent No. 1 would be 
considered to be nominated. 

18. It cannot be said that the nomination enuring to the 
respondent No. 1 on the delivery of the nomination papers 
in the first instance was obliterated the moment the nomi- 
nation papers were returned to him. The nomination pro- 
cess which began by handing over the nomination papers 
to the Returning Officer subsis'ed and while taking the oath 
he could declare himself to be a person who was nominated 
fill the seat of Chhindwara constituency for the House of 
people. The Returning Officer’s putting the time of presen- 
tation of the nomination papers as having been done at 
1.15 P.M. would not alter the position to the detriment of 
the respondent No. 1. There has been a substantial comp- 
liance of Article 84(a) of the Conatitution, The resnon- 
dent No. 1 had taken the necessary oath to acquire the 
qualification under the said Article. The respondent No. 1, 
in my opinion, had acquired the desired qualification. I, 
therefore, hold the issue No. 1(a) in the affirmative. The 
nomination of respondent No. 1 was not wrongly accepted. 
As regards issue No, 1(b), I hold that the respondent No. 1 
had made and subscribed the oath as prescribed by Article 
84(a) of the Constitution. The question of the election 
being materially affected because of the acceptance of the 
nomination papers does not arise as I have already held 
that the nomination was properly accepted. 

19. Issue No, 2l(a) ; — A perusal of the allegations con- 
tained in paragraph 6 of the petition would reveal that what 
is sought to bo alleged is that tha respondant No. 1 obtained 
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and procured the assistance of Shri U. S. Bajpal, the 
Regional Commissioner for furthering the prospects of his 
election. This, it was stated, was done on 13-3-1977 at the 
Circuit House of Chhmdwara, The Commissioner is alle- 
ged to have tried to influence one R. K. Gajaria and when he 
did not accede to the wishes, he was transferred from 
Amarwada to Chbindwara. It is also stated that the Com- 
missioner tried to influence some Patwaris and excise offi- 
cers at Chhindwara, so that they may vote for respondent 
No. 1. The names of these officers have not been given and 
tile allegation mainly centres round the procurement of the 
services of Shri U. S. Bajpai for the purposes of furthering 
the clccUon prospects of the lespondent No. 1. It is fully 
established that Shri U. S. Bajpai had visited Chhindwara 
on 13-3-1977. It is also found proved that Shii Gaunshankar 
Mishra, respondent No. 1, had visited the Circuit House 
at Chhindwara in the noon to meet Shri U. S. Bajpai. 
Gajaria (P. W. 5) who was at that time Sub-Divisional 
Officer, Sauscr and had come to Chhindwara to attend the 
meeting convened by the Commissioner was call'ed by the 
Commissioner at the Circuit House. The above facts are 
lully proved and would be evident from the evidence of 
Shri J. L. Bose (P.W. 4). Gajaria (P. W. 3) stated that 
when he met the Commissioner at the Circuit House the 
respondent No, 1 was sitting in the drawing room at 
Gaurishankar Mishra, in presence of the Commission, told 
him that he was not supporting him in the election and 
threatened that the consequence would be that he would be 
punished foi it. The witness stated that the Commissioner 
stated to him that he should support the party in power, 
The petitioner, Pratulchandra Dwjvedi, (P.W. 2) deposed 
that on the 14tb evening, he was informed by his workers 
that the Commissioner had tried to influence Gajaria and 
that he was also influencing Patwaris and other tevenne 
oflicers to work for Congress. He drafted a complaint. He 
had taken the complaint to the election office but since the 
Returning Officer could not be found he gave the complaint 
to the Superintendent . He had mentioned in this complaint 
how Gajaria was tried to be pressurised by the Commissioner 
at the instance of lespondent No. 1. I have to examine the 
truthfulness of these allegations made against the respondent 
No. 1 in this issue. 

20. Shri J. L. Bose, (P.W. 4), Returning Officer, deposed 
that there were complaints against Shri Gajaria from both 
the parties. He also stated that a complaint in writing was 
made to the Commissioner by Manoharrao Pethe and res- 
pondent No. 1 to the effect that Gajaria was siding the 
Janta Party. The Complaint is Ex. P-2. The Commissioner 
on receiving the complaint had ordered that the services 
of Gajaria be attached ot Chhindwara election office and 
be be transferred from Amarwada till the election was 
oyer. There appears no doubt that the Commissioner was 
visiting the various districts under him supervising the elec- 
tion work and in the course of such tours he came to Chhind- 
wara on 13-3-1977. In the morning he had called a meeting 
of the election officers and the Zonal Officers. It is about 
this time that he had received the. complaint from the res- 
pondent No. 1 against Gajaria. He had, therefore, asked 
the respondent No. 1 to see hint at the Circuit House and 
if he wanted any complaint to be made to give the same 
in writing. Since there was a complaint against Gajaria 
he had asked the Returning Officer to send Gajaria (P.W. 5) 
to the Circuit House. 
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of Sauser tahsil and the family planning target in this 
t.thsil had far exceeded its quota. There were complaints 
of high-handedness by the revenue officers in some en- 
cioachment cases. It would further appear from the evidence 
that Gajaria was conducting himself in a manner, by taking 
a stiff and stein attitude towards the citizens, so that a 
hostile atmosphere was created against the ruling party. 
The respondent No. 1 and Manohar Rao Pethe felt that this 
was indirectly helping the Janta Party and there were ins- 
tances where he was openly siding the Janta Party. They 
had, therefore, come with a written complaint before the 
Commissioner as they had come to know that the Com- 
missioner was visiting Chhindwara. It would further app- 
ear clear ftom the complaint that respondent No. 1 as also 
Manohar Rao Pethe suggested that Gajaria be removed from 
the tahsil till the election was over and be attached to 
Chhindwara office. As regards the allegations that the 
Commissioner or the respondent No. 1 asked Gajaria to 
held him, 1 am of the opinion that they are wholly false. 
In the first place, it would be seen that Gajaria does not 
speak about Manohar Rao Pcthe's presence in the Circuit 
House. The complaint itself would show that it was made 
by Pethe and handed over to the Commissioner, Secondly, 
the two persons knowing that the couise of conduct of 
Gajaria had been firmly to support the Janta Party, it would 
be then foolish to attempt to seek assistance of Gajaria 
for Congress support. In any case, I do not think that 
Manohar Rao Pethe or respondent No. 1, knowing that 
Gajaria was the supporter of Janta Party, would say to the 
Commissioner that he should side them. We can credit 
this little intelligence to these persons that such an effort 
would not only Ire futile but would seriously expottse them 
even if they had any desire to solicit support of a Govern- 
ment officer. 

23. It would then be seen that seeing that there were 
numerous complaints againsl him, Gajaria, fovcstal ing some 
enquiry against him, in order to set up a defence, made 
wild allegations against the Commissioner. He knew that 
the Commissioner was going to retire on 31st March 1977. 

1 do not believe Gajaria that either the Commissioner or 
the respondent No. 1 asked him to help in the election. 
The conversation was confined to the complaints made 
against him as is deposed to by the Commissioner, Shri 
V. S. Bajpai (R.W. 2) and Gargishankar Mishra (R.W. 1). 
To save his own skin, Gajaria had taken this stand and 
even if the respondent No. 1 was excited at the attitude of 
Gajaria in the Rest-House, I do not think the latter could 
be blamed for it. t 

24. It is one thing to obtain and procure the help of a 
Government servant for the purpose of furthering the elec- 
tion prospects and wholly another to make a complaint to 
the authorities against the misconduct of a subordinate 
officer who incidentally may be trying to harm them. In 
my opinion, the candidate was within his rights to ask the 
Commissioner to prevent such officer from prepetrating a 
mischief being done in the interest of free and fair election. 
It could not be said that the assistance of Commissioner 
was obtained for furthering the chances of election in ob- 
taining the tiansfer of Gajaria. This could not come within 
the purview of corrupt practice. This was merely lo pre- 
vent a mischief. It could not be said that by such an action, 
the respondent No. 1 obtained help of the Commissioner 
for furthering the chances of election. 
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21, The respondent No. 1 along with Manohar Rao 
Pethe visited the Commissioner in the noon at the Circuit 
House. A complaint had been written by Manohar Rao 
Pethe and both had seen the Commissioner. The complaint 
against Gajaria was handed over to the Commissioner by 
Manohar Rao Pethe, District Congress President, Chhind- 
wara. It was alleged that the activities of Gajaria were 
calculated to support the Janta Party. The complaint reci- 
ted various acts done by Gajaria alleging that they were 
un-wammled and were done with a notice to rouse feeling 
of resentment in the citizens against the existing Govern- 
ment so that they may not vote the Congress candidate. Tt 
referred to an incident at Ramkona Mela where a large 
number of persons came and where Shri Gajaria had openly 
nsked the Congress workers to take out their badges. There 
was an apprehension in the mind of Manohar Rao Pethe 
that Gajaria was openly siding the Janta Party and working 
against the interest, of Congress Party, 

22. It is brought out from the evidence of Returning 
Officer and the Commissioner that Gajaria was in charge 


25. The petitioner led evidence of Damodarrao (P.W. S') 
and Hazarilal (P.W. 13) lo establish the Chhindwara in- 
cident, Damodarrao, at the relevant time, was a Patwari 
and he stated that he was called at Chhindwara Circuit 
House. He had gone to the Circuit House. The Commis- 
sioner was in the drawing room with respondent No, 1. The 
< ommissioner, seeking to obtain his assistance, told him 
“KHYAL RAKHANA". Damodarrao in his boyhood atten- 
ded the R. S. S. Shakha, I have held that the respondent 

No. I was with Manohar Rao Pethe. If he had really 

visited and gone to see the Commissioner, he was bound 

to sec Manohar Rao Pethe in the drawing room nnd also the 
Collector. It is difficult to believe that the Commissioner 
would call him from Parasia only for the purpose of telling 
him ‘KHYAL RAKHANA’. Though the witness says that 
he was known to the Commissioner from before, this claim 
by him is somewhat tall. Even Gajaria (P.W. J), Sub- 
Divisional Officer, Sauser admitted that he did not know 
all the Patwaris working under him. Normally, it was not 
possible for the Commissioner to know the Patwaris working 
under him. Nothing is shown why he wag so intimate with 
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the Commissioner so that Commissioner would call him. 
This witnesse was promoted as a Revenue Inspector when 
the Janla Party came in power. This witness did not imp- 
ress me as truthful and 1 would reject this testimony. 

26. The other witness to support the same incident is 
Hazarilal Sahu (P.W. 13). He stated that he had given a 
resignation from services but had applied that his resig- 
nation be treated as withdrawn. The matter was under 
consideration of the Government. According to him, he 
Hazarilal Sahu (P.W. 13). He stated that he had piven a 
met Manoharrao Pethe and told him about his resignation 
and it is at the suggestion of Manoharrao Pethe that he 
came to see respondent No, 1 at the Congress Party office. 
He then stated that he made an application at the behest of 
respondent No. 1 Respondent No. 1 told him that he would 
meet the Commissioner and m the bargain he should ex- 
tend support in the election. He went to the Circuit House 
at about 11 A.M. and then again at about 1 P.M. He was 
standing in the verandah near the curtain of the door and 
overheard the talk between Gaurishankar Mishra, Gajaria 
and the Commissioner, He stated that he heard 
the Commissioner saying to Gajaria that the latter should 
support the ruling party in the election and Gaurishankar 
Mishra told Gajaria that he should support the Congress 
Party otherwise he would get him transferred. When Gajaria 
replied that he was unable to help any party, Gaurishankar 
Mishra flared up and abused Gaiaria. When Gajaria left 
the room, the witness was called in the room, Gaurishankar 
Mishra then recommended to the Commissioner his case 
and told him that he was his man and should be taken back 
in the service. The Commissioner expressed that he should 
help the Congress Party in winning the election and he 
would take him back in the service. In the envening, he 
met Pratulchandra Dwivedi and Pratulchandra asked for 
his help. At this demand, he stated that the Commissioner 
had asked the Sub-Divisional Officer, the Tahsildar and 
him to support the Congress Party. He told Pratulchandra 
Dwivedi that the Commissioner and Gaurishankar Mishra 
were asking him and others to help the Congress Party. Now, 
It would appear from the attitude of the witness that he 
decried the attempt by the Commissioner to seek his help 
before Pratulchandra Dwivedi. At the same time, he carried 
favour from him. Such witness has to be accepted with 
great caution for he was prepared to do anything for serv- 
ing his self interest. His version is not to be accepted 
ordinarily. 

27. In the drawing room, Manoharrao Pethe was also 
present and for a while, even the Collector was present. 
It is very doubtful that a Patwari would be permitted to 
stand near the curtain of the drawing room. A person of 
the rank of Patwari would not be permitted to sit in the 
verandah, much less allowed to stand near the door. The 
whole thing is false. I do not believe that the respondent 
No. 1 would utter abuse of words ‘BYE’ and ‘SALTY*. It 
is false that Gaurishankar Mishra alone was In the drawing 
room with the Commissioner. The statement that the Com- 
missioner was asking all persons present, the Tahsildar and 
Sub-Divisional Officer to help the Congress Party seems 
devoid of truth. It is imnrobable that such things are done 
»o openly. His evidence Is against the probalilities and does 
not bear out with experience. T hold that the two witnesses 
produced to support the Circuit-House incident at Chhindwara 
are false and concocted, The allegations have been denied 
by the Commissioner and I rely on the evidence of U.S. 
Bnfnal (P.W.2) that he had not asked either Gajaria or any 
of the two Patwaris at Chhindwara Circuit House to work for 
the Congress Party. U.S. Bajpai has explained the cireum- 
atanoes under which Gajaria was transferred. It was more 
to neutralise his efforts to help the Janta Parity. 

28. Leaving Chhindwara on 13th afternoon, the Com- 
missioner went to Amarwada and stopped at the Circuit 
House. The petitioner alleges that at Amarwada, the Com- 
missioner called Patwaris and P.W.D. officers and asked them 
to help the respondent No. 1 In election, Mahendra Kumar 
(P.W. 10). posted as Patwari sta'ed that he was informed 
bv Tahsildar to remain present at the Circuit House. After 
his arrival, the Commissioner had a wash and come out to sit 
in the verandah of the Circuit House. He enquired about 
the trend of election from the Tahsildar. The Commissioner 
then told the Tahsildar and the Patwaris that they must 
try to pet as many votes as possible for the ruling partv. Such 
instructions given, the Commissioner left Amarwada by car. 
The witness then goes on to say that he went to a hotel at the 


Motor Stand to take tea. He happened to meet another Pat- 
wari there. They were talking between themselves when 
they were interrupted in the conversation by a person pre- 
sent. This man warned them that they should not indulge in 
election talk. 

29. There is a departmental enquiry pending against this 
Patwari and it is difficult to believe that the Commissioner 
would, in presence of the Tahsildar, ask them to help the 
Congress. Tt does not appear credible that knowing that a 
departmental enquiry was pending against the Patwari, the 
Commissioner would ask him to do the election work for 
Congress Party. The evidence appears to be got up and does 
not carry any conviction. The Tahsildar has not been ex- 
amined. The allegations have been denied by the Commis- 
sioner. 

30. Another witness who deposes about Amarwada incident 
is Basodilal (P.W. 12). He stated that he found two Patwaris 
sitting in a hotel at Amarwada and they were talking to 
each other as to how Government officers were influencing 
them,, Hearing this talk, he came home and made up his 
mind to inform Pratul Chandra Dwivedi about it. With 
this end in view, ho took a bus to go to Chhindwara. 
Basodilal stated that he met Hemchand Jain at Harrai. He 
told Hemchand as to how the Commissioner was influencing 
the Patwaris to work for Congress. Hemchand replied that 
he had heard similar reports about the Commissioner asking 
the Patwaris to work for the Congress. Both Hemchand 
and Basodilal then went to Chhindwara and saw Pratulchandra 
Dwivedi at this election office and reported the matter to him. 
Basodilal is admittedly a Janta Party worker. He was also 
doing the work of Jana Sangh for the last 13 to 14 years. 
His meeting with Hemchand appears false,. Hemchand 
oould not have come from Harrai after meeting tfie Com- 
missioner to Amarwada at about 6.30 P.M. The Commis- 
sioner, it would be seen, reached Harrai at about 7 P.M. 
The whole thing appears to be concocted and false. No re- 
liance could be placed on the evidence of Basodilal. He is a 
Janta Party worker and on his own showing interested in 
Pratulchandra Dwivedi. 

31. The petitioner has also adduced the evidence of 
Hemchand (P.W. 15) and Rasikbihari Purobit (PW. 11) to 
prove that the Commissioner at Harrai instructed them to 
get as many votes as possible for the Congress candidate. 
Hemchand (P.W. 15) stated that one Dubey came to him 
on the 13th March 1977, for making a few purchases from 
him shop. Hemchand being a Janta Party worker tried to 
canvass with Dubey the cause of Janta Party. Dubey then 
told him how the Commissioner had instructed him to work 
for Congress. On the next day, he took a bus leaving Harrai 
at about 9 A.M. to go to Chhindwara to meet Shn Pratul- 
chandraji. He met Basodilal at Amarwada and the two went 
to Chhindwara. Hemchand is a member of the Jana Sangh 
Party and President of the Block of Harrai Jana Sangh Party. 
He had been in jail with Pratulchandra Dwivedi as Mlsa 
detenu- His interest edness in Pratulchandra is apparent. 

32. Rasikbihari Purohit (P.W. 11) stated that the Com- 
missioner Shri Bajpai had come to Harrai on 13-3-1977 and 
reached Harrai at about 7 P.M.. The Commissioner enquired 
from him about the election trend and thereafter he told 
him that he must endeavour to get votes of labourers under 
him in favour of the Congress. From his evidence it would 
appear that there was no one present at Harrai besides him- 
self. This would appear somewhat strange because even 
according to this witness the visit of the 'Commissioner was 
known to most of the officials. The Commissioner has denied 
all the allegations made against him of trying to influence the 
Patwaris and the P.W.D, workers. He stated that he did 
not have any talk with Hajarflai Sahu or any of the Patwaris 
nor did he tell them to work for Congress. He denied even 
meeting Dubey at Harrai. The allegations against the Com- 
missioner are wholly false and I would place reliance on the 
evidence of the Commissioner. The names of the above 
witnesses were not disclosed in the petition nor the exact 
allegations told. It is very easy to bring such witnesses 
now. 

33. The Commissioner, U.S. Bajpai, has explained the 
circumstances under which Gajaria was attached to the 
election office of Chhindwara during the time of election. 
I rely on the evidence of U.S. Baipai (R.W, 2) and hold that 
he had not asked Gajaria to help the respondent No. 1 in 
election. He can also be relied when he stated that he did 
not attempt to procure the assistance of Patwaris, Excise 
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and P.W.D, officers and other employees. Some evidence was 
led to show the interestedness of the Commissioner in the 
election result of respondent No, 1 It was tried to be shown 
that the Commissioner made several calls to Chhindwara to 
know the election results,- I do not think this alone can 
furnish any basis for holding that the Commissioner was 

interested in any way in respondent No. 1. In the result, 

I hold that the petitioner has not been able to establish any 
corrupt practice under section 123(7) of the Representation 
of the People Act. It has not been established that the 

Commissioner tried to influence the Patwaris, S.D.O., the 

Tahsildar, P.W.D. servants or excise officers. This issue is 
answered in the negative and in favour of the respondent 
No, 1. 

34. Issue No. 2(b).- — Tn the petition, no names of the 

Patwaris or other officers whom it was alleged the Com- 
missioner tried to influence for doing the election work of 
respondent No. 1 were mentioned, These allegations are 
contained in sub-paragraphs (B), (C), (D), (E), 

IF), (G) and (H) of paragraph 6 of the petition. The allega- 
tions broadly indicated how the Commissioner had helped the 
respondent No, 1. From these allegations, it was sought 
to he established that the respondent No. 1 had procured 
and obtained services of U S. Bajpai for furthering his elec- 
tion prospects. Now, it is the well settled law that the 
allegations of corrupt practices have to be proved like a 
criminal charge beyond reasonable doubt. Unless the char- 
ges were made known, it would undoubtedly put *he respon- 
dent No. 1 in a difficult nosition to rebut them. It was, 
therefore, necessary that full particulars were given of what 
U.S, Bajnai had done, The petition does not contain the 
names of Patwaris and P.W.D. officers alleged to have been 
influenced by the Commissioner. The Corrupt practice alleg- 
ed is the procurement of the services of Commissioner and 
not the Patwaris and the P.W.D. officers. Therefore, insofar 
as the particulars of corrupt practice were concerned, the 
petition contains such particulars and the petition cannot be 
thrown on that account. The names of Patwaris were such 
details which, if given in the netition, would have helped 
the respondent No. 1 in effectively meeting the charges. 
I answer the issue in affirmation and hold that the petition 
could not be dismissed for want of details of corrupt practices. 

35. Issue No. 3, — Since there were two other candidates 
besides the petitioner and the respondent No. 1, the petitioner 
even if he had succeeded ip establishing his case would not be 
given the relief of declaration that be has been duly elected. 
However, as already held, this position does not arise at 
all. The pcti'ioner has not been able to es'ablish that the 
nomination paper of respondent No. 1 was improperly accept- 
ed nor has it been established that the respondent No. 1 is 
guilty of any corrupt practice. 

36. Tssue Nq. 4. — In the result, the petition fails and is 
dismissed with costs. Costs assessed at Rs. 750. The balance 

of security amount shall be refunded to the petitioner. 

Sd/- 

K. K. DUBE, Judge 
4-4-1978 
{No. R2/MP-L.S./3/771 
New Delhi, the 1 1th May, 1978 

S.O. 1646. — Tn pursuance of section 111 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the iudgement dated the 
2nd January, 1978 of the High Court of Judicature at Madras 
in Election petition No. 1 of 1977. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 
ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

THE HONOURABLE Mr. JUSTICE RAMANUJAM 
The Honourable Mr. Justice Ramanujam. 

Monday, the 2nd day of January, 1978 

Election Petition No. 1 of 1977 
And 

AppHeat/on No. 3781 of 1977 
M. Ponnusamy Pillay— (Petitioner) Applicant. 

Versus 


2. Returning officer, Rasipuram Parliamentary constitu- 
ency.-— (Respondents) — Respondents. 

This Election Petition and the Application coming on this 
day before this Court, for orders, in the presence of Mr. G. 
Muthukrishnan, Advocate for the Petitioner-Applicant herein 
and Mr. N. Thiagarajan, Advocate for the first Respondent 
herein and Mr. C. Chinnaswami for the Government Pleader 
the second Respondent herein. 

THE COURT DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING JUDG- 
MENT:— 

The election petitioner has filed application No. 3781 of 
1977 under Section 110 of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 for grant of leave to withdraw the election petition. 
The application for withdrawal has been served on both the 
respondents. Notice of withdrawal was ordered to be publi- 
shed in ihc Official Gazette and the same has been published 
in he Tamil Nadu Government Gazette dated 14-12-1977. 
Even though fourteen days have elapsed since the publication 
of the notice of withdrawal in the Official Gazette, no one 
has come forward to substitute himself as a petitioner under 
clause (c) of section 1)0(3) of the Representation of the 
People Act 1951. For the reasons set out in the affidavit in 
support of the application for withdrawal, the leave is granted 
to the election petitioner to withdraw the election petition ai 
prayed for by him, The election petition is dismissed a* 
withdrawn. A report to the above effect will be sent to the 
Election Commission as per section 111 of the Act. The 
pe'itioner will pay the cost of Rs. 500/- to the first respon- 
dent. This amount will come out of the deposit of Rs. 
2000/- made at the time of the presentation of the election 
petition. 

Initialled, 
RAMANUJAM, J. 

2-1-1978. 

Certified to be a True Copy 
Dated this 17th day of January, 1978. 

Sd/ 

Second Assistant Registrar, 

O.S. High Court, Madras. 
[No. 82/TN/1/77] 

S.O. 1647. — In pursuance of section 111 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgement dated the 2nd 
January, 1978 of the High Court of Judicature at Madras in 
Election Petition No. 4 of 1977. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS 

ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION 

Hie Honourable Mr. Justice Ramanujam. 

Monday, the 2nd day of January, 1978 
Election Petition No. 4 of 1977 
And 

Application No 3669 of 1977 

A. K. A. Abdul Samad — Petitioner/AppHcent. 

1. V. Dhandayuthapani 

2. V, K. Damodharan 

3. S, I. Seshan 

4. The Returning Officer, No. 7, 

Vellore Parliamentary Constituency and Special Officer, 
Selection Grade & I Grade Municipalities in North Arcot 
District Vellore-632001.— Respondents /Respondents 

This Election Petition and the Application Coming on 
this day before this Court for orders, the Court made the 
following order : — 

The Election Petitioner has filed application No. 3669 of 
1977 under section 110 of the Representation of the people 
Act, for grant of leave to withdraw the election petition. The 
application for withdrawal has been served on the respon- 
dents. Notice of withdrawal was ordered to be published 
in the Official Gazette and the same has been published in 
the Tamil Nadu Government Gazette dated 7-12-1977. Even 


1. B. Devarajan 
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though 14 days have been elapsed, since the publication of 
the notice of withdrawal in the Official Gazette, no one has 
come forward to subsiitutc himself as a petitioner under 
clause (c) of Section 110(3) of the Representation of the 
People Act. For the reasons set out in the affidavit in 
support of the application for withdrawals, the leave is 
granted to the election petitioner to withdraw the election 
petition as prayed for by him. The election petition is there- 
fore dismissed as withdrawn. A report to the above effect 
will be sent to the Election Commission as per sec, 111 of 
the Act. 

Respondent No. 1 is the successful candidate whose elec- 
tion is sought to be challenged in the election petition. The 
fourth respondent is the Returning Officer and he has con- 
tested the election petition as allegations have been made in 
the election petition certain irregularities in the manner of 
counting the votes. The petitioner will therefore pay the 
costs of respondents 1 and 4 who are contesting the election 
petition at Rs. 150/- each. This amount will come out of 
the deposit already made by the election petitioner at the 
time of presenting the election petition . 

Initialled, 

RAMANUJAM, J. 

2-1-1978, 

Certified to be a true copy 

Dated this 17th day of January, 1978. 

Sd/ 

Second Assistant Registrar 
O.S., High Court Madras. 

{No. 82/TN/4/77] 
V. NAG AS (JF1 RAM ANT AN, Secy. 

n? tfanffipr 

fTOTO, 25 irf, 1978 

16 48. — "fi-tlT grittr, glTOPrir tJTSTT ITT 

gWTOT, 1968 ( 1968 >67 50) TO HTTr 22 TO TTOTTT ( 2 ) 
W (g) JTTT TTTT TTpfTOf IT TgpT £tr, TOjflT g’ l g l pll' 

*£nrr to Pott, 1969 ?r tflr TOffur iTO % fatr PrirftrttJT 
Poor cdTtil g*tf^ 

1. TfSPT TTT g)T glTTg ; — ( 1 ) tpj prTTf gg gfsTaf 

TirTOtfir gTOiPw gwr «ht (frffr TOfttjr) Pm, 1978 §; 1 

( 2 ) ^ Tnm if TO TO spur jib? 1 

2- TOlftT g’lTOpHl rjniT TT POTT, 19 69 if farm 5 2 
TOt 53 * TTIT TT Prrgpffrrt POTT WT HOEIT, ggf^ : — 

"52. TT^T TO^ff TO guff TOt 

( 1 ) TOf it ttt if gTO $1 irPf tt 

TTTT TO TOPt TO gpT T7TO TOT (ggfc{ IT* TgT grg ttFTTOT 
grriT) iff sfpfrft aft Tfrftrsr t ft g tht Jr PrPrfTOr $ 1 

( 2) TOT IT T4TT 'STffiT : — TOf TO TOpF TO* TOffift gTfg 

TTP TT g%iff iff Tfrlw T ft g TIT % TTFg 3 if TOPrfTOr | I 

TT ip TWIT TPt Ft TO fTOr Trr Ptfj TO irfg ggg-Tgg ifT 
‘fhP’.fri JTO TO 'SITTnft g\r trrft TO gPT 
TTtfbT % ftP7 TOf ittt in; TOt TOr gi^TO % ftrq 
g**tr if Pr TOt i trfr fTOff lisr ttt; TO ggfe toft TO 
TO TOr ijift tttt fTOrr gTtnrr i gfa ttTO gifu 
TTTO ntfl TO ^ TO ^ Ri^sifnl* 

(g^r if wfrtr) itj iff ^rrtfifr, Tng srfr^ inr grn^ 
Pretf % «rn?r tot £r rf ^ it tFTO ^ 


Pnrr «T dt | <rft ifft iraWr ^ ^ «mn(t i iY Pr & ^ Wf 
gwrff vr% if IR it IffiFft i 

( 3 ) ifro Tt^ff it fror; — iff tnig irjd, ¥r«rr ^ 

HTfgf iff, g^iig-TfsHt, tfntffbnt grsn to tttt Pwtt 

iffwf tt TOr =50 trrrff 5ffr IwT-wpnr nrorff wnf if 
«ut f?9l ITl 'oil I 741 It'jvi) TT, iff SET % us^rff STTT Tift 
«rfirr rnfff, ^t4>r, ir^t to tFgg ?mT, towrt % mg if m 
Fi*n % itt if ftNi iru'Mi 1 

^rfr ir^T, flfTTT fbsiin TTTTlT TfftT % Tift fTTT nr 

tott, ht Ttr% nrr to ttUtt % Pet ttt Prfror 

ftttff grg TUflfTO gfsnriTf 5TTT TPNfTO TO ?T rflWR TO iff 
111 i ’ 1 Pi | fTTT-TFTTf Tt tmrff Istlff if 8 IH fl4T '4l'(4l I 

(4) TO TT TTOt T T? TOf Tt TOf iff Tt TOTT 

SfTT — TT ITT ^ firft tTTOT IT 7 t r 4 r ’i <TO it TTITO (jf Ifrtf 
TO TtTTf (TO ^f TtT iff TtTnff tffT ITT TT^rf fTO ff 

teiT if vi 1 pH<rt to; ?ff v 4 n 4 .il iflr 4 1 7 if jt: irrfr it tfr irrhifr i 
TT TO JT1TT JT: 'll I Pi M Vlf 1T5 PUT ft ifTTf iff TOTcft ^ sft 
TOiff sriftiTT Tfirorr *rrftr ^ wtett t? TTfR gf TpTftrr 
t|Tf fTT% tflrtr T? npir Ttfr T?f t 1 fro »ff ^ir »rfiT 
it fro, iff Pttffr tittt Tbr, itt trtrfro gtfr, ir tot Tip ifr, 
sr?$T TTT% if TO T^rpTTf^nr IT htTO tot ftrtfr tttoITOt 
gfTOTOt TO TOfrolir if ttt fwr htttt i 

( 5 ) TOt PniffT it TO TO TOvfff TO Tt% wrr ; — to ^ 

ftrff TTOT TO grUTfiffiT IT, TT TWf |{f Iffif ^ TTTT, TOt 
P r^rT TT, THTT TTWT ffTO % T3P ^ HTjfrTO TO TOT if 
+'Ti u S'4 snrr, TOt TDpnt TT-PrrfwT % iftr Trir tot % tn 
% ITItTO TO TOT if, '3T-*I (Jl Pi fl H T % ^(if^TfTT ft, grptll 
TO-TSrrPrffSFR TT g?TPrtflTT 5TTT, %TO TTlTf^f % TWT TT 
tt TTT3T TOt TOt ^iTOt/tut jPto TOTOf TOTO TFTOrfTTf 
ir frTO % tttt tto^ % t5 TO 7 TO ftir tTO Pptt impr i 

T? TgpTEIT, TTTpgpT, TT-4?JPlP<H1i TT T^TprfflTIt ^ glTO 

giftT, PuTO TO TTTT Tow f?r *f, titt TO TO ttTO 5 1 

53. ifT % T4ET ITTT tTO IThTOT : 

( 1 ) KTRt$ TO TOgro 

TOt TOr/gnTO TO gjjiff TO% TO TO fftTO TOr TOTOf tnjifr 
TO% TO it j5®ir <ttt ^TO, itTOit (grTO ft^rr), TOTO TOr 
tijTO 4TO TO TO TOff, tt^t (inTO f^tr) wr mr TOt (vtTO 
TO TO), tTOtot iTO tto TOt ggurr t 
fTOrr:i. PtfrirTO % fTOf fTO TO TOron TOft TO 1 

2. T^m? 'JT-Pr^fwiT /TT-Prff nrr % TO % gfyirfr wri 

TO TO 1T3T W gVr ^ TO $ in'TOrr i^TOf 1 

3 . PrffiTT ^ TO % TTf % tjjTO TOt St-tt^t TOTOrt 

T^gif I 

( 2 ) ITT iTO TO TTOnp 

tTO TO/irTO, 'TODr (^tTO irgrr), tttjt (^tTO fyg), 
tfrTO gfr TOff (srrTO) ittt (^rTO TO), cujTOit iTOr 

?t, ikit gVr gTOri 1 

fTOrg : 1 . PrTOm grf TO W g“fr grt % ijif TOff TO 
% Tiffr 1 ttTO Pit TO sitin' TOp-TO ^Wr 1 tt- 
PrIuht TOt Tpnr tt-Ptowa TO % c*TOrr 
T5^if I 
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2 . ftreftof / ftrocqq . qroroq qq-fqftwq t t tk 

qqt TOR t tt t qffclTOpl.t'i tt q'TTOT % WF 
*fTq I ftR t 741 Wt FsTTOf TTf TOTt ERT 
tt qtf TOtr TOj#t tt sr$fq ttr wtwr tR i tkr 
*ik tr < 3 tt qtt tot tk qrroft tt qtt ?ttt 
tr W t S i 

3 . qqtt q$qt <rm TOftr, yqr<^ tk tof qrot tt 
qkmfr tttf t tot qqtt qq Jfrft Jr qqt totot from 
' ■TO Tt i? I 

(3) qtff tt tttr tt fqftfkTO fqRfqftrr ftfaroff tt 
tfftr.-— 

(tt) fTtk — * 4 sntt t TTqq TOtkr, fqqt frit'RT Pi Tvs n 

tfq :— 

(i) qntr tt wk 3 6 . a to ^fi-o ^r jjttt wk qqt 
qqror % ir3t tt ttwr TOtt qq % ttr ttot 
tot #rt 1 

(ii) TOt to toto: — tttf TOfff ir itto-tott q?tm 
tiro frortr RRnf 11.2 §0 tto wk Vtst^ 
2 5 to tto ^ttr tk r front Jr tkrr jjtqr 1 

(iii) «ft tt, ftqtr tor 13. 3 x 15.9 rf° tt° ?ttt, 
fqq ft 1 4 to tk *rtq wk 5.5 to tto 
qk tq-TOR (fit 1 totott qrr % qro t 3.8 

to tto isrtfr <%s: mtt 1 

(iv) i<TOk tot;-— 22.86 to tfo qkr wk 6.4 

to tto qjtt 1 

(v) wrrttt qutTT sttt ^f ftrrt sqnmr TOf* rott 
qqq jtot TOrntt t qfrofkr q? qt 1 

(<sr) qqqrq — arrtt f^r tt ftpqftfqrrr ftfrorm tt ifftt : — 

(i) 6.4 to tto tW kt tt top % ott 

TOT qt 1 

(ii) tq/qqf tt tft qrat % fqq s 9 to tto 
?rrt tk qq, from wttor tfqqr/'jfqq kr w 
(ft 1 


('s) ttqr — ^qft ftfttw tt ftm 5 4-^% ^rtm ( 4 ) 

% WEftq qq (xv) t iw qrr | I 

( 4) Tt> t) :— FFt qr qprt q ra 1 ftWT ftqqFFrnr 

ttqr ~ 

qqr tng qq ftt^TT ftrq FT 1.27 to tto ttt *rwt 
'%o?fto^oqo" ftt ftr tt q^t tt qf|tt % trr <rt 

'Jl l < l l 


(^) ftfr^TFr 

(??) OT-ftfiqpq 
(q) qfiqq; 3F-fqft9w 
(q) fittf ^qrr qrt 


(t) ftra grwT qnf 


(t) ■jfstt qtt qfrr BFfqr 


trrg; % fartt "^oqtogoqo” % 
ttq fent tVr t»rtt 
q 5 tt tt q£t (qTor ttr tttt) 

tt ftqft ttr -qttqq- 
Fqr ftcTTTr flT -qtftq- 

qittqr/qqtt tt srrtt q r*tiq qq 

erntt qqt qr ttq rrtf 
tq tnr qrtfqqt ttr qqt tt 
qfgtf qq ,l ^^oltogoqo' , fit 
rrtf trrq % tet 1 

qqftqr/qqtt *tt qttt wrqttq qr 
wtr qqf qr aft rqtf 
tqqrq ttfqqt tk qqt tt 
q%tf qq "^otkgojfo” arr^c 
ntf ffrg % fet 1 
qqt qt qfjtf qr "%ottogoqo" 
qrt H'fe srTg *fc fq?% 1 

q tor fqtqr fqqq srrq tt, 


fkqq: — qfc ^f>ftq 6 TOR 3Rt 

qqj’t trrro t qi qq% fqrtt qrq t qttq % Rnt 

qqq % ffot TO FT qqf % fqrtt mq TO '%ottog;ofo" 
q^Tti to tqqiqfr t qqttq fq^qr to qqrqr | i" 

3 . TOT fqqtf t, fqqq 5 4 lr FTOTc^ fqrqftPTO WTO: 
Fnfqq Ftott to^ft, wtrq : — 


(iii) ttqf wtr toft t irp-vv tq, ftqtt tot 34 . 3 x 
15.2 to tto ijttt i Hosjq qtt t ^tt ^ 
q^t ?tto tk qqtr qrffq ftrot t qtt tot 

tqfer ^ttt I TOTOT tt TOT 40.6 to tto t 
qqR 4 5.7 to tto TOT tfttt tt TOTO tr tfk 

5 To tf o tott ttro wk qttq Jt ftTO ^1*11 I 

(q ) TqTqt fqqrq 

I (i) tttr tk toft t tt wk qrojr qt tt ns ttr 
15 1 

(ii) TOTOT 78 to t qqR 89 to ^tqT tt WTOT tt 
wk 5 to tfo tkr tot ttro tk qtrq t 

ftro fmr i 

(q) "ttr TOR-TOf •-- -TOqt tq qtt ^rtt i 
(q) fqrokr/kqTTOT tt iq>r *rrft- — qftr tott wrtt qt 
ttt ftti vjt TOtf to TOTTt qiqt tt fiftt I 

(q) toct %q : — qrrtt 3 ro t ftt ^t qqk ^ ttq fqqt 
qnk kr qt ttttot tt wtto: ttto ^>tt wk ttr4q tr 
qqt tof* qtt q£r qqt tt% % f¥qk t qjtt^rtT i 
(TOTq-TOTq qq twtftq ftfqqt WTfo t^ro soss) 


“54-qr — qtqSTTT 3TftTOTfrofi 3TTO ftf TO TOTOT 

( 1 ) ^owtogofo Sr qfqfqqfqq qt ftq qq TOrofTq iftrr 
tqr % mfETTOtt ftt wk tqr grorr fq?t qytt Pqt q^qt 
% t TOTOftq 'jtroT tro t t i Prog TOTqft qqrkit to 
qror qrqt tt qRrtqr frofr tt qqr tottr qq qtt qroq tt ^ttt 
tt qq wFarofqtt % fror fq%r | tt «nqttq jftn tro t 
ofqTOqt qfr | i TOqtfrq qf^r trr t Ffw wFtrTOfqtt q?t qrror 
fFTOkrltra fqfqtw fq%r | i 

( 2) TOrktiT tt ttwrqr 

tttot (qr) — ttqr sqq, qntrq (qqfrq to f^q-), tkt wk 
tkt, ftrr qrqt tt qrrtq tott | ^tt tor tt qrorq, ir ^e/ 
^r, grTOTOtkr, tttt nt, ?ntr -^qrt, tnnr<M kt (totot), 
tk tottr, qror tk TTTTTOfq 1 

TO^q (n) — tk tq, qrtkr, ttor (wtr ffro ft ^tt 
tqtq to qrrqft qtt qqftq), TOtt ^qtt, q|% wk tq wraq 
ttt (totot), wk qqroq, tttt, trft, fqqq, qror qk Trtqroq 1 
Ftori: — ktt tt qqqq qq Rqt qrt qrtt qqrqt^ tt qknqr 
tt ffTOT qqR qq-q^rTqqtffrqr jrtr fqfR tt qr qttt 1 
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(3) ma tra? ifft aknar 

HTTT ( l) — <fto ifq-, fm sprf ft RT%a aft t aft 

ft 'TT^'T (RafiR ITT fjR RT Rift ftt mfm), ft? fk 
ft?, fflzwftrr \z, irrft ifnff, krft arakr, fteft arf, fora 
ft unfa m? ft kt rt fa-mm ??t (arm) 

fkfma I 

mta (2) — f mr/tk fa, «fr? ft ?ft arkt ^nrf, aa^R’ 
T'W fk af/Rfkrr ^z, ft?, fkt tfk fkra 1 

(3 )— tfar/jfta' m, pik (uraft % am ar mf 
fw) SR? Ifft tftaRT ?R, tft arrft, RmjR, an??, R?/i<S?TK 

fff, ft?, ftft fk fma 1 

anm ( 4 ) — ft gr/?k fa, aftk (amt f aTR RT m? 
faar) ?it3^t saf aft ffr *rr ?a f? wft ; aa^a, ryct? fk 

'J?/EH'?Sn: ajff/fRa ga I 

fwr 1. am? amt ma m? aft ftirm am^ gR-agrfafrem 
irt kfafma aft urr nkft 1 

2. fkrrgRT/ffacfta aftsm wfErarrWt ft ara fir? ft 
akira arr ara ^kft 1 ffaj a 1 Raft aa? ara ?r*fV 
? arrf? rr arfm? aft s^fk ft far? 5 ? far mar 
affair ft 1 fkr wk urea aft ?ft arr fa ak araft 
?ft rfofr jtft 1 

(4) aft ft ftft arr Orana fan Harr ftar: — 

(i) arrfar — arrat fya/aaRra, gift ar gat ?ftR at (aft 
? aka ?) ak isrrft gift aarfm (aff % aka ?) faffa 
ate amt at aanc a«p arakr ffc f m ? aft ftat ak ft? 
ak araff ar ajs akft fkg aaa ar spa ftft, ak aaaa 
f?wr ara faffift mk ft arj ftar ak aaa % ftft if ak 
Rift % gam? amr jar jrar 1 

amTf gsft ft fasft aroma faftrfHaa ?rmia afta ^t 
jXt ^ arat^ arapft fa faam ®% af 1 arnaa $?r ft a^ ftt 
^t artrraa fafafaaa makr affe Jf as ft% ? 1 arra am m 
T^fr at w at?, 3 ft 16.6 ?° ?to aWt ata w ? ?t? rra 
19.0 ? ° ?t o f Wt Rta ftmk ? 5 . 8 ? o ?t ° *%a- 

ma am fkft fji*f*r arra at afta ^o^ito^cia 0 aa? ar istaT 
«Rar war ftm 1 ?at at % fapr ig.s ?o ifto atrr 

vt a 5,8 tf ° at 0 ffftmT a^a ftar ftmt am % tmt am 

ftar 1 aaa % at? at 4 %mrc ?? flat (faa% ataf aaar ^ 

aat fWt) aft ^aa aft ata 23. 5 ?o ?to ata at% aft *fta 

2 6-7 ? o aft 0 at?t jtat a*rt 3ft tta % aft? aar 20.32 ? 0 
at® 3 ??t jftt, ttra? 1 %t aa %® 4 A°^oao ta r at yilii 
am aar jtaT 1 m ?at at yat % faa 27.3?® ?to at|r 
4 fta 8.9 ? ° at o atm iRp-tra aaa jtar ftrrrtf aaa ? ftn^ 
fTfp-^a am jtar 1 ?a arr 3 iaTt ftrar aftaf ft m aara «aT 

Jtar fa wravaaar aa? at ^r at grrat fat aa at amar srr 

a? 1 am? aft at a am anarra % ma ?®ato^oRo am ?r 
wm aa a? jt? 1 am ^a srara aar? arr?? fa aaa 
Hf? ar am* a 1 fa sa ? afrt aaat graa ar am 1 arfa ata cr^ 

ats a? fmf? ? ?a-f?jff $ft at r? 1 «ia?? aa, ?ta >ra 

12.7 ft ° aft ® a? ata at^ aft Rta 6.35 ft ® ?t ® jt? 1 
amt a at? mft aa? % ^ 1 ? faraar aaw mr jt tfta 38 aa 


?oaA<,g 0 ao ar ®tar wm air ftnr 1 arraa ijrrm m 

ar? ama ? rrm afta aaft^r aj?t ?t<it ^iifaa afa araft 
it? % rrm aj?t rsrrrnft 1 

(ii) a?m — tana?, gift, aaprc ar ^raft^r, grft-srta ar mfmr 
a? rfr f^rrr? una? m % j|t % am ar? ii, wta an?a ? ar? 
a? ?t aw H jt 1 ar^r? % ?(?■ ajrr? ? at mft amt? 
armt a? jt?t mrf%ai 1 

(iii) asr? — ja? ar m?, f?mf?fim mrnrmt r%'T, artra 
tor ?mr — 

(a) grra aa ?■ amt amr arrma — 4 t? ktsTf ? 3. si 
?t ?t® tfl a ?Wf ra e. 35 afo ?to ? 7. 62 ?o ?to 
m. 1 

(w) amaft? amtar ? rn^ft, 5 72 ? 0 ?to Vrt am 
a? atta.om am qnmft gt?t 1 

fmm: — tftm % ftn(, Rmraf a? m (ft gma rr firm 

rgTrnrr rt trrrft anaaft? ajft a 1 r?ft 1 

(r) arma — am a? gjfaara arra am ?f?, ara? gma arr 
am ama am ? 1 0 . 1 6 ?® ?to ?t? nfrmr itta 
ata am rmm jat aa af? 1 

(a) Rf?t a? Rfif ar? awsr rr%r 5. os ?® at® atfr 
?<? gift arnift ? am? arrnft fma? far aari ^ 
(araft ffcr ar ana? fmar ar an?? ?^®ra gr? ?atg- 
ar ara? gift aafm 1 

(*) mft am jjt ?r ijf? 1 

(a) ? am a?? 3T? aft airat rtr? i 

(iv) arruja- (mm) — arrtra: ? fmtmmt <ra? fjrr/aaTka, 
g?t ?ata ar WTa? aafm mt ar mt gfta ?r jt?, mfft atjat 
ma aft j# ajt ft?t ata aj Pnrnt ? rrft aar g-wrarrc ? 
ft? 1 atjft arr arr 40.46 #0 ?t° ? 45.72 ?• at® aar 
an ftar 1 

(v) mr?*rc wz — as? a? anft ?tf?at ai? rftr ft atft 
wft ar? g? m ^ aaf ?■ aR?aR 1 

(vi) ij?-- c ntf a? arft frfaat ar? atrata aftft ar? 
ar? «j? aaf ^r araaaft? rj? 1 

(vii) tfeat — tjff aaf a? t?t faa ar %®fltog 0 ao a? 
atata ra aaa rfrar a? aar flat tfta a r j fa»af?ftra 
fafafait aT?t frat 1 

araat: — amn aa- — a^jr atk aaarf? ? arsrar jar 

(?a farar jar) 1 tft, ^ratm, anr-arCTa % amt? gar, ala 
arat wk a?t-atf? fawa ft jf ak affa ?k aT; tk ft 
|f 1 

wm»T 7 ft a*«rf: — 121.92 a® at® (frrr-'jaa rnff f 
w<jsk 'k'BTT ffaT urr affia |) 1 ! rtrrf 5.5 i» ato, atrif 
3.5 ? 4.5 a® at 1 

amrf 11.5 ?® at®: atjrf 5.5 a® ?t® 1 aaf jjqr ft 
4 *1+ ft 7 T", ak ? ftar ^a f am faa fkrr irnrar 1 

fkrr rja atsT? ? 1 . 0 ?® at® ^tar arffg ak ??t f gf 
arg fa? ? ara jm ? a® at® fk® a® 2 f g? ar? ? 
fakiar jrt ftaT RTffa 1 
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W qil ^q ; — ^99 ft97 15J9 % wfitftw 1,6 fa fto 
VtfTt % «ft 9qt % qq ?tf 9%q f 4,3 fo fc m it 
nq? ^ % 3?n: upr fo fro frr f o 2 % <jt smi f m 
f fff §f jjf i 9 ft wr qfr 91 f qfffta $tf qrf^t 

(viii) ft7fta/f7m9T ftrr — ftn tfrc frffql %f f ft 97 99f 

ht qnft far % ^tf i 

(ix) iram — to trr^ ft urcft mr?? qfcqi qift 
?3>r ft, ftra 1 97 "%oft*ijoq'o 11 m i%-i i , ffqni 99 % w 

ff irrofw q^m/mato 'jffn fqr wfimfift ft am f 
"tfrrojo/^rojo^o” fff^ 3 >it; 991 far nftmTt m wft 
<ih^i 7 'i(4*i im,'t ^ i 

(x) tiTOC m — ff£ fl%r my ft i 

(xi) 9fK~^ m? ft, vf^t 9?jf ft i 

(xii) ftft-jfw tef ft, ft 9?ft frft, q^if tr fftgf 
ftft f tptt 97 q^ft Tifft ft7 9Tf w-fq f 7ft m'f i 

(xiii) 79? ^T9? fqff — 97# f ff^f f9WPJ9T7 : — 

wr m; qrr ftyorr, fan 97 1 . 2 7 f o fto % ftf waff 
f "fofToijoaro” 9917 aft fff, urnf ft q£t % frr 97 

M* 1 1 0 1 911091 I tf f *47 (f trf Pt*Hlf 6 1 7 ijtf - — 

^ 9 ? ftn?$r 

(9?) qiiT'r? tftx 99979 79? % TTwr fqftii *rtx f 9 ? ftirnTT 

wftPK r d 

(9T) tltJlMTi 9?qioS*3 aOlJoq flt*f ff cttt. 

tf % wfimTt 

fttqoi :— 1 ff3T71 "mftq ffmf” % fcf 9TT $t9i 1 

(xiv)977 :-wm trr§ %, tnfff f 7197 , STiffur, ft 
wmff f fqwa "fofto^oaro” f inj'S'jq 93 ft 97 gqft9 % 
ffq f %o9fo^o^o ^f99 f, fofto^oTo 1 * WfTTt 99 ?<91 

ft fry 19 ?t9i ft wftqr m jttt maifqq it*iT 1 


( XV ) f%7 ft 9491997: — ff *9 ^rftffiTftft % ffl 19, ft iaifl 

99 ft ffn 97 f9 ff^T m ?>rr, 9f9 rrff, ff7 9f 9tvn9f 

fn^tf P<aa 99717 9f ^Tlft ttlT f9 9T 7 ?ft 5fe f9 ^ft :— 
'll ' 1 , ^ 4 : —7 if? 99f%?T (79 ftqvff ffTPT fo 91 

9TTff9T 9T flT 7rjpr$ 11. 5 f o fto, 5 5,5 fo fto qfTfsr 

ir Fez flsf 9Tfr ^tft f ftni 3:97 197-997 99 ®m 35 fo fto 

?99, 599ff9 7TT997 f i%7 99 1997T7 9f99? 91 99T frf ft 999 
f ftf <99 99 *9TO, ftl7 f 11T97R f Ttft % srftT 0. 64 fo 
fto ufOTT <999TftfT7 0.32 fo fto 9ff97 9T 9?9 rfT 
TPfTT ffqft 9T7 79?ff f ^ 9179 ft7 7tfr ft 9%ft 
f fta 5 . 4 f o fto Jl^t ?ff I 

efr 99 79 f qvf f f ?rf jcr 77711 

97fl97 IT7J ITTsarffrl, 979 f ft9T 91?9 '‘foftogo^o” vpffff 
nf^TT 99 ^flf I 

977 fq; — 97if fn 9? 9179 f 9?9f f 9997 7%1 ^ift 

ft q9?-ftff wf 37 ft fk ffqf fft f 9T9 9ft ft 99 % 
79 f 1 ft9 9f-ftf99 qtnf I 
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ministry of home affairs 

New Delhi, the 25th May, 1978 

S.O. 1648. — In exeicise of the powers conferred by 
Clause (d) of sub-section (2) of Section 22 of the Central 
Industrial Security Force Act, 1968 (50 of 1968), the Cen- 
tral Government hereby makes the following rules further 
to amend the Central Industrial Security Force Rules, 1969, 
namely : — 


prior approval of the Deputy Inspector General or 
Inspector General respectively, to retain one set 
to be worn only on ceremonial occasions or at 
the time of formally calling upon Superior Offi- 
cers of Armed Forces and Central /State Police 
Organisations. This facility may be withdrawn at 
any time, in the public interest, under the orders 
of Deputy Inspector General/Inspector General as 
the case may be. 

53. Use of the Uniform by the members of the Force : — 


1. Short title and commencement. — (1) These rules may 
be called the Central Industrial Security Force (Second 
Amendment) Rules, 1978. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 


(I) Ceremonial Dress. — Beret Cap/Pagree sea blue with 
Plume sea blue. Shirt (Khaki Ccllullar), whistle and lanyard 
sea blue, Trouser (Khaki Drill) belt waist web (Khaki 
Colour), boots ankle Black, medals and decorations. 

Note : — 


2. In the Central Industrial Security Force Rules, 1969, 
for rules 52 and 53, the following rules shall be substi- 
tuted, namely 

"52. Issue of uniforms to members of the Force : — 


1. The Head Gear for Inspectors shall be Peak Cap. 

2. Officers of the rank of Assistant Sub-Inspector /Sub- 

Inspecor shall wear Leather Sam-browne Belt and 
boots ankle of brown colour. 


(1) Scale of Uniform. — On enlistment to the Force, 
each meber of the Force shall be furnished uni- 
form (i.e. clothing and other necessary articles) 
of such description and in such quantity as speci- 
fied in Appendices C to F. 

(2) Replacement of Uniform,— The life of each item 
of Uniform shall be as specified in column 3 of 
Appendices C to F. 


3. Inspectors s hall wear leather shoes and same brown- 
belt both of brown colour. 

(2) Working Dress.. — Beret Cap/Pagree, Shirt (Khaki 
Cellular), Trouser (Khaki Drill), Whistle and Lanyard 
(Khaki), belt waist web (Khaki Colour), boot ankle 
black, medals and decorations, 

Note 


Periodical inspections of kit issued to each member of 
the Force shall be held by the Commandants/ 
Assistant Commandants and articles which arc 
no longer fit for use may be condemned and 
sent to Store for replacement. If the life of a 
condemned article has expired, it shall be replaced 
free. If its life has not expired, proportionate cost 
(listed) shall be deducted from the membera of 
the Force concerned, provided that no deduction 
may be made, if the article has been rendered un- 
serviceable, owing to fair wear and tear or has 
been lost through no fault of the member con- 
cerned. The amount realised shall be credited to 
Government. 


1. Inspectors shall wear leather Belt and leather shoca 

both of brown colour. Their head-gear shall be 
Peak-cap. Sub-Inspectors and Assistant Sub- 
Inspector* iha'1 wear boots ankle of brown colour. 

2. Pistol/Revolver shall be part of working dress for 
officers of and above the rank of Assistant Sub- 
Inspector. However, they shall carry it only if the 
nature of duties to be performed so requires. Hols- 
ter and amunition pouch shall be of the same colour 
and material as that of belt. 

3. Thoso wearing Pagree shall mount cap badge there- 
on bolb with Ceremonial and working dress. 


(3) Sale of condemned articles. — The condemned arti- 
cles of Uniform may be sold to the members of 
the Force at the price fixed by the Inspector Gene- 
ral, Central Industrial Security Force, and the sale 
proceeds credited to Government. Such of the 
articles which are not purchased by the members 
of the Force, shall be utilised, where possible, for 
repair work, dusters etc. 

Such condemned articles which cannot be disposed of, 
as above, shall be auctioned publicaly either by 
the Commandant or by any Gazetted Officer no- 
minated by him for the purpose. The sale pro- 
ceeds shall be credited to Government. 

(4) Resuming of uniform articles on ceasing to be 
a member of the Force. — -When a member of the 
Force ceases to belong to the Force, his kit shall be 
examined and serviceable articles brought on to 
the resumed stock and subsequently re-issued. 
When any such resumed article is re-issued, its 
authorised life period shall include the period for 
which such article has remained issued earlier. 

However, the kit of a person, who was suffering from 
contagious disease such as T.B. etc. shall be des- 
troyed by burning in the presence of a Gazetted 
Officer after obtaining the orders of Deputy 
Inspector General, in each case. 

(5) Retention of Uniform articles on retirement, — A 
member of the Force on his retirement on super- 
annuation or invalidation may be allowed by the 
the Commandant in the case of personnel up to the 
rank of Head Security Guard and by the Deputy 
Inspector General in case of personnel of and 
above the rank of Assistant sub-inspector, with the 


(3) The items of uniform shall have the following specifi- 
cations : — 

(2) Shirt — Shirt khaki cellular with the following spe- 
cifications 

(i) The front opening should be 36.6 Cms. with 3 
khaki coloured buttons excluding the neck 
button. 

(ii) Shoulder flap — One on each shoulder, with length 
11.2 Cms. and width 2.5 Cms. rounded at the 
end. 

(iii) Two pockets measuring 13.3x15.9 Cms. with po- 
cket covers 14 Cms, long and 5.5 Cms. wide. 
Each pocket will have 3,8 Cms. wide pleat in the 
centre longitudinally, 

(iv) Single cuff — 22.86 Cms. long and 6.4 Cms. wide. 

(v) Sleeves should be imfficiently loose to allow free 
movement of arms while doing drill etc. 

(b) Trousers : — Khaki drill with the following specifi- 
cations ; — 

(i) Belt 6,4 Cms. in width overlapping. 

(ii) Three loops 8.9 Cms. in length and the shape 
according to the Army/Police pattern, for wear- 
ing of web/leather belts, 

(iii) Two side pockets on either side measuring 34.3x 

15.2 Cms. Trouser to be without turn-ups and 
shaped from in-step to heels — the bottom to 

measure 40.6 Cms. to 45.7 Cms. with 5 Cms— 
turned inside and stitched with machine. 
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(c) Shorts Khaki Drill. 

(i) Two side pockets on either side and three loops 
as for trouser. 

(ii) The bottom to be 78 Cms, to 89 Cms. with a 
folding of 5 Cms. in width stitched with ma- 
chine. 

(d) Belt Waist Web — Shall be of khaki colour. 

(e) Pistol /Revolver Holster etc.— Holster and ammuni- 
tion Pouches, both shall be brown leather or khaki 
web. 

(f) Beret Cap — Knitted one piece khaki woollen beret 
with lining of satin cloth of black colour and chrome- 
tanned leather bindings of black colour affixed to 
the bottom edge. (Specification IS.5085 as amended 
from time to time). 


(3) Working Dress. 

Type (1) 

Peak Cap, Jacket, Slacks, of the same material as the Jac- 
ket (gaberdine or drill or khaki gaberdine cotton) whistle and 
lanyard, shoes]ankle boots, khaki socks, khaki shirt, blue tie, 
cloth belt of the same material as the jacket of sam-browne 
belt (brown) and ribbons. 

Type (2) 

Peak/Beret Cap, bush-shirt with cloth belt, slacks, socks 
and shoes]ankle boots, whistle, lanyard and ribbons. 

Type (3) 

Peak/Beret Cap, shirt (with or without jersey) leather 
belt or web belt khaki, slacks, socks, shocs/ankle boots, whis- 
tle, lanyard and ribbons. 

Type (4) 


(g) Peak Cap — Same specification as given in item (xv) 
under sub-rule (4) of rule 54-A. 


(4) Badge® of rank. — The shoulder badges will be as 
under : — 


A while metal badge consisting of letters “CISF” in 
1.27 Cms. block le:ters to be worn at the base of 
the shoulder straps. 

Badges of ranks shall be as under : — 

Rank Badges 


(a) Inspector Three stars and Ribbon silk bar 

(Red and blue) fixed 
above the metal badge 
“CISF". 


(b) Sub-Inspector 

(c) Assistant Sub- 
Inspector 

(d) Head Security Guard 


(e) Senior Security 
Guard 


Two stars — do— 

One star —do — 

Chevron three Bars white colour 
on khaki cellular cloth on the 
right sleeve of Shirt/Jersey 
and white metal badges 
"C.I.S.F." on shoulder straps. 

Chevron two bars white colour 
on khaki cellular cloth on the 
right sleeve of Shirt/Jersey and 
white metal badges “C.I.S.F.” 
on shoulder straps. 


(f) Security Guard and 
Followers. 


White metal badges “CISF" on 
shoulder straps. 


Note : — When so directed by the Central Government, the 
device ‘C.I.S.F.’ on shoulder badge or any other part 
of the Uniform, shall consist of letters *'%o tjVo po % o ” 
in Dev Nagri, for use throughout India or any part 
thereof.” 

3. In the said rules, after rule 54, the following shall be 
Inserted, namely : “54.A Use of Uniform by the Supervisory 
Officers. (1) I.P.S. Officers taken on deputation in the CISF 
shall continue to wear the same uniform and badges of rank, 
as they are entitled to in the IPS. However, their ceremonial 
and working dresses shall, at any one occasion be of the 
same type as prescribed for non-IPS Officers. In regard to 
officers other than IPS, the following specifications are pre- 
scribed : — - 


(2) Ceremonial Dress 
TYPE (A) 

Peak Cap, Jacket (Gaberdine or Drill) whistle and lan- 
yard, slacks of the same material as the jacket, brown ankle 
boot) /shoes, khaki shirt, blue tic, khaki socks, sam-browne belt 
(Brown) and sword, medals and decorations 

TYPE (B) 

Peak Cap, shirt, slacks (khaki drill or cotton terene of 
khaki gaberdine cotton), khaki socks, shoes, sam-browne licit 
(brown) and sword, whistle, lanyard and ribbons, medals 

and decorations, 

Note — The type of Ceremonial Dress to be worn on airv 
occasion may be prescribed by the Deputy Inspec- 
tor General concerned. 


Peak/Beret Cap, shirt (with or without jersey) prown 
leather belt or web belt khaki, slacks, socks and shoesjankle 
boots/junglc boots. 

Note— 1. The type of working dress to be worn may be 
decided by the Deputy Inspector General concerned, 

2. Revolver/Pistol shall be part of working dress for the 
Supervisory Officers. However, they shall carry It 
only when the nature of duties to be performed so 
requires. Holster and ammunition pouch shall be of 
the same colour and material as that of belt,, 

(4) The description of the articles of Uniform shall be 
as follows— (1) Jacket Khaki drill /gaberdine cotton or 
cotton terene (during hot weather) and khaki gaberdine wol- 
len or woollen terene (during cold weather) single breasted, 
cut as lounge coat to the waist, very loose at the chest and 
shoulders but fitttled at the waist, military skirt to bottom 
edge. A silver plated hook on each side at the waist. 

Length as In ordinary civilian lounge coat, i.e. covering 
the seat. Collar to be cut as in an ordinary civilian lounge 
coat. Two cross path breast pockets above, 16.6 Cms. wide 
and 19.0 Cms. deep to the top of the flap, with a 5.8 Cms. 
box pleat In the centre fastened at the top with a small CISF 
pattorn button: flap with button hole to cover pockets 5.8 
Cms. deep and 16.6 Cms. wide. Two expanding pockets be- 
low the waist (Pleats at the sides) 23.5 Cms. wide at the top 
26.7 Cms,. at the bottom, 20.32 Cms. deep to the top of the 
pocket, fastened at the top with a small C.I.S.F. pattern but- 
ton; flap with button hole to cover pockets, 8.9 Cms. deep 
and 27.3 Cms. wade the top of the pocket to be tacked down 
at the corners in such a manner that pocket can be expand- 
ed at the top also, If necessary. Four medium C.I.S.F. pat- 
tern buttons down the front, The buttons should be so fixed 
that the bottom-most button covers the navel and the top- 
most button fixed one-third distance between the navel and 
the position of the tie-knot. Pointed cuffs, 12.7 Cms. high 
at the point and 6.35 Cms. behind. Shoulder straps of the 
same material as the garment fastened with a small C.I.S.F. 
pattern button. The jacket to be worn with a soft or semi 
stiff collar and shirt and dark blue sailor-knot tie. 

(ii) Shirt — Khaki, cotton cellular or twill, cotton terene 
or angola with two breast pockets of the jacket pattern witti 

khaki bone buttons. When worn under the Jacket, all *hlrt» 

should be of khaki poplin. 

(iii) Bush-Shirt — The pattern of the bush-shirt shall be 
as for a jacket with the folowing modifications — 

(a) Button-up Collar — 3 81 Cms, in width at back and 
6.35 Cms. to 7.62 Cms. at points. 

(b) Sleeves, as for a shirt with single plain cuff 5.72 
Cms. in width and one button. 

N, B_ For hot weather, the sleeves may either be rolled 
up or short sleeves be worn. 

(c) Four buttons excluding collar button, top outton 
to be 10.16 Cms. below collar button and the re- 
mainder evenly spaced. 

(d) Belt 5.08 Cms. broad with silver plated buckle to 
be made of the same material as the Bush-shirt, 
Khaki drill or khaki twill or khaki cellular cotton 
tcTene or khaki gaberdine cotton). 
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\e) All buttons to be of bone. 

If) No ties shall be worn witt the Bush-shirt. 

(iv) Trousers (Slacks) — Khaki drilllgaberdine, cotton 

tercnc or khaki gaberdine woollen or woollen terene 
to match jacket, without turn-ups and shape from in- 
step to heels, the bottom to measure 40.46 Cms. to 
45.72 Cms. 

(v) Boot-Ankle — Ankle, plain brown leather with plain 
toe-caps and 9 pairs of eye-lets. 


Badges of ranks shall be as under : — 

Rank Badges 

(a) Commandant and State Emblem and One Star. 
Officers of equivalent 

ranks. 

(b) Assistant Com- Three Stars, 
mandant and officers 

of equivalent ranks. 

Note : — The star shall be of the “Star of India” pattern. 


(vi) Shoes — Plain brown leather Oxford shoes with the 

plain toe-caps and 5 pairs of eye-lets. 

(vii) Belts — Brown leather belt with CISF Monogram 
on steel plate affixed thereon with following speci- 
fications : — 

Material — Buffalo Harness leather, vegetable tanned. 
Belt should be free from grain defects hay cuts, 
flesh side should be well buffed and properly 
set 


(xiv) Buttons — Of white metal, convex in shape, die struck 
and embossed with “C.I.S.F.” device m two sizes. 

The "C.I.S.F." device for use on buttons will con- 
sist of a monogram of the letters “C.I.S.F." sur- 
mounted by Ashoka Chakra. 

fxv) Head Gear — Except in the case of Sikh Officer 
who may wear khaki pagree with cap badge mount- 
ed thereon, head gear shall be khaki Peak Cap or 
KhakiTteret Cap of the following description : — 


Size length — 121.92 Cms. (to be varied according to 
individual measurements). 

Width— J. 5 Cms. 

Thickness — 3.5 to 4.5 mm. 

Length 11.5 Cms.; Width 5.5 Cms. The tongue should 
be stitched to the fixed loop at the right end of the 
buckle plate. The fixed loop should be 1,6 Cms. 
in width and should be hand stitched with brown 
thread J. P. Coat No. 2 alongwith the turned right 
end of the belt. 


Peak Cap— Khaki gaberdine (Spinners Vigan No, 1 
shade) or Barathea 11,5 Cms. total depth, diameter 
across the top 35 Cms. for a cap fitting 55,5 Cms. 
in circumference the top to be 0.32 Cms. larger or 
smaller in diameter for every 0.64 Cms. by which 
the cap may vary in size of head above or below 
the above-mentioned standard. The sides to be 
made in four pieces and to be 5.4 Cms. deep 
between the wealts. 

The Cap Badge — will be in white metal with letters 
“C.I.S.F." upright in the middle surmounted by the State 
Emblem fixed to a leather strap of brown colour. 


Leather Loop — In addition to the above fixed loop, 
there should be two leather loops of 1.6 Cms. 
width overlapping portion of 4.3 Cms. to be hand 
stitched with brown thread J. P. Coat No. 2. 
These two buckles should move freely. 


(viii) Postol /Revolver Holster — Holster and ammunition 
pouch shall both be of brown leather or khaki web. 

(ix) Sword — Infantry pattern with half basket In white 
metal and device “C.T.S.F ” except that in the case 
of IP /IPS Officers it shall be with the device “IP/ 
IPS" and Army Officers may wear their own Swords. 

(x) Sword knot — Brown leather with acorn. 


(xi) Scabbard — Brown leather infantry pattern. 

(xu) Whistle— Of the Police pattern to be worn attached 

lhAft?,“,”Sk2 pl,iM 1 “ ny,rd “ d » 

(xiil) Badga of rank— The shoulder badges will be as 


White meal badge consisting of letters “ 
1 27 Cms. block letters to be borne 
of he shoulder straps. 


C.I.S.F," in 
at the base 


Beret Cap — Knitted one piece khaki woollen beret with 
lining of satin doth of black colour and chrome-tanned lea- 
ther binding of black colour affixed to the bottom edge. 

The case badge, in white metal with letters "C.I.F.S." sur- 
mounted by State Emblem shall be fixed upright in the mid- 
dle on the fore-side. 

Note. — State Emblem shall be as prescribed in MHA’s 
letter No. 15/14/76-GPA-II dated 17-3-76, as amended from 
time to time. 

(xvi) Socks — Khaki cotton or woollen or mercerised. 

(xvii) Stockings — Khaki woollen. 

Note. — -When so directed by the Central Government, 
the device “C.I.F.S.” on shoulder badge or any 
other part of the Uniform, shall consist of letters 
in Dev Nagri, for use througout India 
or any part thereof. 

(5) The IG, with the prior approval of the Central Gov- 
ernment, may grant permission to any supervisory officer 
to wear after retirement, uniform of the rank last held by 
him, immediately before retirement, on ceremonial occasions 
and Armed Parades.” 


APPENDIX— C 


Scale of Clothing and equipment for CISF personnel — common items 


a I. Name of Articles 

No. 

Account- 
ing Unit 

Period of 
service- 
ability 

Inspec- 

tors 

Sub- 

Insps./ 

ASIs. 

H.S. 

Guards 

S.S. 

Guards 

Security 

Guards 

Drivers 

Follo- 

wers 

1 2 

2(a) 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 . Anklet Web 

. Prs. 

3 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 



2. Apron Mazri (for Cooks) 

. No. 

1 year 







2 

3. Badges Cap/Pagri 

' rr 

1 0 years 

1 

1 

l 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4. Bag Kit 

ti 

7 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

5. Belt Waist Sam Browne 


10 years 

1 

1 
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1 2 

2(a) 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 9 

in 

— - . 

- — 









— 

. 

— ■ 

5 -A. Belt Waist Leather (brown) 

No. 

10 years 

1 






6. Beret Cap Khaki , 


1 year 

1 

(in 2 

years) 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

3 

7. Blanket . 

■*» 

5 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

8. Boot Ankle Black 

Prs, 

1 i years 



1 

1 

1 


8-A. Boot Ankle Brown . 

Prs. 

lj years 

1 

(In 2 
years) 

1 





9. Boot Jungle 


1 year 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


10. Boot Polish Black 40 gms 

Tin No. 

1 year 



12 

12 

12 6 

3 

10-A. Boot Polish Brown ,, 

„ 

1 year 

12 

12 





11. Metal Polish 250 ML Tin 

,, 

1 year 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

12. Brush Boot 

No. 

1 year 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

13. Cap Mazri (for Cooks) 


1 year 






A 

14, Chaplies (for Followers) 

Prs. 

1 year 






1 

15. Chevron 11 Bars . 

No, 

1 year 




1 



1 6. Chevron TIT Bars 

No. 

1 year 



1 




17. Ground Sheet 

No. 

7 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

18. Halmet Steel/Fibre Glass 

No. 

7 years 

111111 
(50% of the unit strength excluding Followers as Unit Equipment) 


19. Hosetops .... 

(initial for recruits 

Prs. 

only) 

1 year 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

20. Jungle Hat . .No. 

(initial for recruits only) 

■J year 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

21. Jersey Woollen Khaki 

No. 

3 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

22. Lanyard Whistle Khaki 

No. 

2 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

23. Lathies Short 

No, 

5 years 



1 

1 

1 


23-A. Lathies Long . 

No. 

5 years 

(33-1/3% of the Unit Strength excluding 

111.. 
Followers as Unit Equipment). 


24. Lanyard Pistol Khaki . 

No. 

5 years 

1 

(Unit equipment. 

1 

Equal to the Nos. of Revolvers held by the unit). 

•• 

25. Overall Combination (Dangri) 

No. 

2 years . . . . . . . . . . 2 

(This item is also authorised for Issue to Tradesmen like Armourers, Carpenters, Painters 
and Fire Fighting personnel etc. at the scale of 2 Nos. per head in two years). 

26. Mosquito Nets 

No. 

5 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

2 1 Pagri Khaki (Sikhs only) 

- 

1 year 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 2 

(Length 5.5 

2 

Mtrs.) 

28. Pag Red (Sikhs only) 

" 

2 years 

1 

2 

2 

2 

2 2 
(Length 2,5 

2 

Mtrs.) 

29. Peak Cap .... 


3 years 

1 






30. Ribbon Silk Bar (10 CM) 
(Red & Blue) 

- 

1 year 

12 

8 





31. Shirt Khaki Cellular 

,, 

1 year 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 3 

2 

32. Shoes Canvas Brown 

Prs. 

1 year 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 1 

1 

33. Shoes Leather Brown/Black . 

" 

1 year 

1 

(Brown) 




1 

(Black) 


34. Short Khaki Drill 

No. 

1 year 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 2 

2 

35. Socks Woollen Khflki . 

Prs. 

1 year 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 2 


36. Stars 5 Pointed 

No. 

10 years 

12 

8/4 

(ST/ASI) 





37. Title Shoulder 

Prs. 

1 0 years 

1 

1 

i 

1 

i i 

i 

38. Trouser Khaki Drill 

No. 

1 year 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 2 

2 

39. Vests Cotton White 


1 year 

A 

2 

2 

2 

2 2 

2 

40. Waterproof Coat with hood 


3 years 

1 

i 

i 

1 

i i 

i 

41. Whistle 


10 years 

1 

i 

i 

1 

i i 

i 
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1 2 

2(a) 

3 

4 

5 6 

7 

8 9 10 

42. K.il Box .... 

No. 

15 years 

1 

1 I 

1 

1 1 1 

WEB EQUIPMENT 







43. Belt Waist Web 

No. 

5 years 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 1 

44. Bottle Water Complete 

No. 

5 years 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 

45. Haver Sack 

No. 

5 years 

I 

1 1 

1 

t 1 

46. Pack Large .... 

No. 

5 years 

1 

1 J 

1 

I 1 

47. Straps Supporting Pack (Left/ 

Prs. 

5 years 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 

Right). 







48. Straps Shoulder Haver Sack 

Prs. 

5 years 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 

(Lcft/right) 







49. Braces Normal 

Prs. 

5 years 

i 

1 1 

1 

1 1 

50. Attachment Braces 

Prs. 

5 years 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 

51. Sling Web Rifle . 

No. 

5 years 


1 

1 

1 




tUnit Equipment. Equal to the number of Rifles held by the Unit). 

52. Frog Bayonet 

No. 

5 yeats 


1 

1 

1 




(Unit Equipment. Equal to the number of Rifles held by the Unit). 

53, Pouches Basic Amu. Rifles 

Prs. 

5 years 


I 

1 

1 




(Unit Equipment. Equal to the n 

umber of Rifles held by the Unit). 

54. Holster Pistol Web 

No. 

5 years 

1 

1 






(Unit Equipment. Equal to the number of Rifles held by the Unit). 

55. Pouches Amn. Pistol 

NO. 

5 years 

1 

1 






(Unit Equipment. Equal to the No. of Rcvoiveis held by the Unit). 







APPENDIX— D 



CEREMONIAL DRESS 



SI. Name of Articles 

Account- 

Period ot 

Inspec- 

Sub- HS 

SS 

Security Drivers Follow 

No. 

ing Unit 

service- 

tors 

Inspec- Guards 

Guards 

Guards wers 


ability 


torsi 

ASIs. 




7 T 

2(a) 

3 

4 

5 _ 6 

7 

8 9 10 

1. Beret Cap Sea/Blue (For non- 

No. 

5 years 

. . 

1 1 

1 

1 1 

Sikhs). 







2. Pagri Sea Blue (For Sikhs only) 

No. 

5 years 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 






(Length 

5.5 








Metres) 

3. Lanyard Sea Blue . 

No. 

5 years 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 

4. Plume Sea Blue 

No. 

5 years 

1 

1 1 

1 

1 1 


(To be issued as Unit Equipment and NOT individual issues). 


APPENDIX— E 


Extra Items of Winter Clothing 


SI. Name of Articles 

Account- Period of 

Inspec- 

Sub- 

HS 

SS 

Secuiity 

Drivers 

Follow- 

No. 

ing Unit service- 
ability 

tors 

Inspec- 

tors/ 

ASIs. 

Guards 

Guards 

Guards 


ers 

T 2 

2(a) 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1. Blanket 

No. 5 years 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

2. Great Coat . 

. No. 7 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3. Shirt Angola 

. No. 3 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

l 

1 

1 

4. Trouser BD Serge . 

No. 4yeaiS 

1 

1 

I 

I 

1 

1 

1 


Note : — (Winter Clothings are authorised for issue to those Units only which arc situated 
north of 20 degree line or above on the Map of India or to such Units which 
are below 20 degree but aic situated at an altitude of over 3000 feet). 
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APPENDIX— F 


Extra Issue Clothing 


SI. Name of Articles 

No. 

Account 
ing Unit 

- Period of 
Service- 
ability 

Inspec- 

tors 

Sub- 

Inspec- 

tors/ 

ASIs. 

HS 

Guards 

SS 

Guards 

Security 

Guards 

Drivers 

Follow- 

ers 

[ 2 

2(a) 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

1 . Vests Woollen 

. No. 

4 years 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2. Drawer Woollen 

, No. 

3 years 

2 


2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

3. Cap Comforter 

. No. 

3 years 

1 

1 

1 

i 

i 

1 

1 

4. Gloves Woollen/Laathcr 

. Prs. 

6/7 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

5. Blankets 

, No. 

5 years 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

6. Coat Parkha 

. No, 

6 years 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 


Note : — El Clothing are authorised for issue to those Units which arc situated on high 
altitude over 5000 feet or snow bound areas. For the present the issue of these 
items is confined only to HMT Contingent, Srinagar (J&K). 


[No. PR-1 301 1 /2/73-L&R/Per$. 

C. S. CHADHA, Dy. Sccy. I] 


(rnrw f^mt) 

vriftra iftc wt'tix ftwtn 

ftr^rPr, 9 qmft, 1978 

wtoWfo 1649.— vim tmnr, f*m Rscm (tret fwr) 
rrf ftrtfr am snff rpfi farta is-7-7 5 nftrgmr 
79 -^^o, <6Tofro 4 73/ 2 / 7 5-fff < ’'J t| -7 % tTHT tRsT tfPtlVW 
trfijfmiiT, 1962 (1962 f 6T 52) ■ffV ffm 9 % *h‘<l4d iJ5( 
irar^r vrPwf vr swPt 51 , A, %o tr^o rnijr, TTfiftsui, tfPnrjw 
XT>T ifTjfpJ TmafiWETf, OflHur, rr?l^BTtJ TPHT TRT if VI 9 <59 

fW if rfusT* =pr qfr aritir Jr utfm 

TOT jj I 

[Rftpjvn i/tft° R° 8 / 13 / 2 /ffte ^«/77] 

^To (T^fo H nil, tta 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

CUSTOMS & CENTRAL EXCISE, COLLECTORATE, 
SHILLONG 

Shillong, the 9th February, 1978 
CUSTOMS 

S.O. 1649 . — In exercise of the powers conferred on me 
under Section 9 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962) read 
with the Notification No. 79-CUS., F. No. 473[2|7J-CUS. VII 
datod 18-7-75 issued by the Government of India, Ministry of 
Finance (Department of Revenue) New Delhi, I, K. S. Saha, 
collector of Customs and Central Excise, Shillong hereby 
declare Gauhati, District Kamrup, in the State of Assam to 
b« a Bonded Warehousing Station. 

[No. 1|C. No. VHl|13|2|Cus|77] 

K. S. SAHA, Collector 


wrafent tnruprf, wPtiijtv vrffa TprmijRr, wapnrrm 
ST^WTPT, 15 RR, 1978 
tfPTPTOtr 

VToWo 1850 — Rm RTTfiT, fim JTSTrSPT (TRTT tftT tffHT 

firtpr) »rf fwft am arrO vt nf trfirgmr Ro 7 9-tfto»[o 
9 )Totro 473/2/7 5 -tf) 0^0 tna % trr«i q-fer tfl urq^ wftrPm, 
19 B 2 (i 962 vr 52) vY erm 9 % TRpfa fr srri nrffwt 
vr until 477ft ju, it sflFrapm, tmnjflf, ffRrifpr 9 ft 
8 ma'fw?v, wmiraia, a Aft am iprm xm ir fftft 

% fait tmjifT *r rfrirtn; urn ft) vrrmiTrT f«tpt (ftqr fT 3 t)PT 

E 5 tfi) xlftra tot jj i 

[tf® 2/78-tf)oVJo/qTroRo <Trs/ 4 O 2 3/^ft oTTJ 0 / 7 7 J 

" 5 ° sftfftnTFT, rrnmf 

CUSTOMS & CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTORATE, 
AHMEDABAD 

Ahmedabad, the 15th March, 1978 
CUSTOMS 

S.O. 1650 . — In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
section 9 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962), read with 
the Notification No, 79-Cus. F. No. 473|2|75-Cns. VII dated 
18-7-75 issued by the Government of India, Ministry of Fin- 
ance (Department of Revenue & Insurance), New Delhi I, 
K. Srinivasan, Collector of Customs & Central Excise, Ahmed- 
abad hereby declare 'GHODASAR' village in Ciity Taluka of 
the Ahmedabad District in the State of Gujarat to be a ware- 
housing station. 

[No. 2]78-Cus., F. No. VII|40-23]Cus|77] 
K. SRINIVASAN, Collector 

(*nfa* IWt) 

(wftrn jnmpt) 

^ fOWf, 20 Rf, 1978 

oiTo «!• 1651 .— faPrnir FfErfhnn 1049 (1949 
tt 10) tft trim 56 * *rw qfiiw um 53 am mm nrfifri) 
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in spt'Ft <*Rft 50 ;, ftrftir rar , tmtfftr fftw# ft* ft) 

fftwfftST Tt, ^ft'T'TT TTjf) £ It TTf RfftfftbJT ft) trrtr 1 1 ft) T4£TTTT 
( l) % TqTTT 30 ^T, 1977 ft 28 T’ftTCt, 1979 ftT ft) ftftfft 
% fftnr rRT<PFPT ftt-WFTftfcT RWTT ffto, ftWftftftft 9ft ftPT 
ft^r ?fft i 

[ft«4T mfio 8-l/78 tjoftfo] 
^To <f)° ftftf, ftftft ftfftft 

(Department of Economic Affair#) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 20th May, 1978 

S.O. 1651. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 
(10 of 1949), the Central Government, on the recommenda- 
tion of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the 
provisions of sub-section (1) of Section 11 of the said Act 
shall not apply to the Satyamarrgalam Co-operative Urban 
Bank Ltd , Satyamangalam, Tamil Nadu from 30 June 1977 
to 28 February 1979. 

(No. F. 8-l|78-AC) 
M. P. VARMA, Under Secy, 

ftfff RsJhvtft 

ftftTTtJSft 5ft* VftfVft ftftTftftfftft, fftftrfft 

fftftift , 17 1978 

ftrcFr Trim vpr 

Wo WTo 1652- — ftrsfa OTPfft fftw 1944 ft fftlpr 5% 
rt-ftfift ijft ftftrr wfftrtftf Tt swift v<cl jft, ft ftrf)<r ftisrift 
(pw; % (ftwfftfftm ftftmfftiff ft), T^ft xprft-arrft tfonfftwR ft, 

ftFffftT OTTO #J?T fftftft 1944 % fftUW 173 ftlfto % ( 2 ) % 

eprtftft, fftft rnftftt ft T5T fftsrflrft) fftftft 1973 rtto ft) 0 
(2) % RRpftt fftft*? ftftft ft wm tjfw ftfTrO" ft fr^m 
ft fftwr wr ftftft fftftw ftp# ft Twfftrr RftT^ftf ft) 
rrPRtftt smft tttt jp — 

(<p) nsfV«T : — 6 (»I ) far TW ft fftfttJT At TTft) 
ft fkrft 1 

(1) ft?Tftft ftftrjftf:— (tnp) nfrft % qfftpew fwjf 

ft) ftnfr ft fftft 1 


(b) Assistant Collector. — for condoning delay further 
up to 1 (one) month. 

2. Whenever such condonation is given, there should be 
adequate reason being recorded at the time of granting the 
same. 

[No. 1|CE|78|C. No. IV-16|27/77/44] 
K. S. SAHA, Collector 


arrfurm, ftrftfrr ftfa ft-or 

ftf fftfftt, 19 ftt, 1978 

#rto *rto 16 3 3 ." — ftifttffft KiiMift fttn jnfftTftft ft) ftftftrftft- 
fftiFTPlft) ft U'jftiS 59(2) ft ftftPTft ftftTT 'Itfrhftl TTJTftftr Tftft gft 
ftp^ftfft fftrftVftt wfftfift) ft) 'RT ftfspj^FTT ft wft jjtft ft) ftrtw 
ft rurr *rf ft fftft ftrofrft «ftprn ftftt ftrfirtKft ft tirofftt 
ft ¥4 ft fft^TT Trft I I 

=rrft irrift 

1 . ft) ftTyt ftftftr wwst, ftftlfftrf) fftftra ftrftn 

TWTTTT I 

2 . ft) ft 0 Tfmft wOTM.ftmrr fftafa tt'ttk ftfo^ 1 

[ft° 0 / 78 ( 1 ) 1 / 77 ] 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
CIVIL SUPPLIES AND COOPERATION 
New Delhi, the 19th May, 1978 

S.O. 1653. — In exercise of the powers conferred under Article 
59(2) of the Articles of Association of the Trade Fair Authority 
of India, the President is pleased to appoint the following persons 
as part-time Directors of the trade Fair Authority of India for 
one year from the date of issue of this notification : 

Name Designation 

1 . Shri Suresh Mehta Chairman, Engineering Ex- 

port Promotion Council, 
Calcutta. 

2, Shri A. Hafcezur Rebman Chairman, Leather Export 

Promotion Council. 

[No. 6/78(l)/l/77] 


2. Tip t; iff ftftt ftfftf it ftPT, ftftft fiwf) ftft ft TirfciT VITVf 
fwri fftft TTft Trffft I 

[fto l/ftotJo#To/7 s/tffo fto 4-1 6/27/77/44] 
to tj^o ^T|r, trRtwf 

CUSTOMS & CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTORATE, 
SHILLONG 


VtoWTo 165 4 . — TIRffiT Mm ftWT tTTf'HTT'JT ft) ftlTf ft?T- 
fq-i| 6 T 4 ft) ft 5 9 (2) ft SRf% HW vrftw) <fT STOftT 

mft jrr fmfm Mfeftfft) xrrtr^FTT ft Tift) ?tft 

ft) mft)^ ft wrxftftr Mrrn: fttrr srrfentRw ft ftvmftrr fa^vpn 
ft ft ftpjTf TTft I I 


Shillong, the 17th January, 1978 


TFT 




CENTRAL EXCISES 

S.O. 1652. — In exercise of the powers vested in me under 
rule 5 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, I empower the 
following officers of Central Excise to exercise within their 
respective jurisdictions, the powers of the Collector under 
rule 173 RK (2) of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, relating 
to condonation of delay in cases where the asscssce fails to 
discharge the duty liability within the time specified under 
rule 173 RD (2) : — 

(li) Superintendent — for condoning delay up to 6 (six) 
days. 


1. ft) ifto xnto itott 
2] ft) To TTftf 


3^ ft) fttolflo TTTTT 


TMtiT, 'ffftn 3 , I 

fTfttPP, fftTBFT ftFTFT, 

XT^mtWPI I 

WWW, K ' trrviw fFTT ([WTTHT 
fTFFT, fftfft) I 

[fto e/78( l)/l/77] 

5 ( • trttf ftft), fhftvi T 
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S.O. 1654.— In exercise of the powers conferred under Article 
59(2) of the Articles of Association of the Trade Fair Authority 
oflndia, the President is pleased to appoint the following persons 
as part-time Directors of the Trado Fair Authority of India 
with effect from the date of issue of this notification : 

Name Designation 

1, Shri J.R. Bhalla President, Council of Archi- 

tecture, Delhi. 

2, Shri A. Chatterjcc Director, National Institute of 

Designs, Ahmcdabad. 

3, Shri G.B. Nawalkar Chairman, Handicrafts and 

Handloom Exports Cor- 
poration, New Delhi. 

[No. 6/78/(l)/l/77] 

A. S. Sethi Director 

(inftimi ftnw) 

Tf ftwt, 20 T$, 1978 

jdosrro 16 3 3. — tot trfirfTOnr 1953 ( 1951 w 29 ) Tf wm 

4 fff TOTOTO ( 3 ) 3TTT STTOT WffKTO W TTOT TOtfa JTf 
towt if) ft . pn . fffar $ tott tt nfr T . Tfarou'r , 
nr.TTfl. far 13 mf ff 1 9 78 R wTHfl xrNvr ?hr tot 

2500-2750 To % TfTTOTTT if TOTW, TOT Tftf 37 TT TO TOTaTOl 

ffaijw «rofr 1 1 

[fTo fao-12013 ( 2)78 tor: ((/)] 

(Department of Commerce) 

New Delhi, the 20th May, 1978 

S.O. 1655. — fn exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
Section (3) of Section 4 of the Tea Act, 1933 (No, 29 of 
1953) the Central Government hereby appoints Shri B. K. 
Goswami, I.A.S., to the post of Chahman, Tea Board vice 
Shri T. S. Broca, with effect from 15th May (A.N.), 1978 
in the scale of Rs. 2500-2750 until further orders. 

[No. K-12013(2) /78-Plant (A)] 

W 0 WT 0 1656. — TOTWffffTTT 1953 ( I 9 5 3 W 2 !•)) *0 TOTO 
9 fa) totott ( i ) % triT (w) sitto wit rtffaTt w srerfr 
TTff |tr TOIt «fr fro TOTo fd TTO ft, 711 Tf)fa 

rn^fFpi fatrstfa tot totwtt *r, 1 - 2-1973 % 
trmrfl *rfavr ftf forfar trrarr to ifw, tot far) 

$ to to fmjw tnxft k 1 

[To fa- 12013 ( 4)/77-TTfe(t()] 

totrit \m, to Tfror 

S.O. 1656. — In exetcise of the powers conferred by Clause 
(aa) of sub-section (1) of Section 9 of the Tea Act, 1953 (29 
of 1953) the Central Government hereby appoints Shri P. R. 
Sen Gupta, lately Controllei of Licensing Tea Board, Calcutta, 
as Secretary, Tea Board on regular basts with effect from the 
forenoon of the 1-2-1978. till further orders. 

[No. K-12013(4)|77-P1ant (A)] 

PARMATAM SINGH, Dy. Secy, 


fiwiw, KTnm-farfa w wnfwn 

Xffavr 

TO faffaf, 23 Tf, 19 78 

Wo WT° 16 57. — TfaW TOHTTT TfTT Tfafa ffaTOr, T faffa Rife, 
Tnr far, xrgTOmr-38002 fa totto £ fa Tfr unto fa faffanW 

% far TTTO fffT TOfmt fa fan xpjifT T1T5 5®ft fa TOTTW fa 
ffaf 1890 If TO nsp pn TTS f) TOT TTT Tm) fa f*TT 
TOfl TITfr far TU TTTTT TOTTOT 9» fl/ft/ 2205b! n/tfr/ 
IR P4T/bl/PT/43-44 faiTT 1 5 TW, lUJfifaffafTT TOT 

ttTsft Tfa Iff) far farm- tjw irrfsjipift fa tit ttBFT <mp 
fTOtrrfk fifeJtT "7TTTT if TOT far! jfr 'TOTOTOT^rnf/'Tf Tf | I 

2- STcfa faTOTTOffa TOhrrUTOPT TTTO TTTO f*TTOT, VTOTOTOT 
f PTt TOT W TOfafT faTT t 1 WfafaFSTWfl fayST | fit? ffaTTr- 
fafa TOTfT iff JJoT faTTT *pft TT1T-1 Tfff TOTTTnt ?! irf/Vt 

Tt $ toit fT^»r ^ fa pftro wprra mHfT t?i f) tt 
TO far srfa fi pfa toto) Tifr srrfft Tif^f i ijt ffn 

ttFr rrfa p^rri iff urteff 1 1 

3. fTOTrafa BTOTOT fl ftTl y[TOl TOTTO Tf 1 fl W^f3r[T TtlT 
WtTT Tiff 33) TIT t I 

[TOUT TO=rK/2o/ 1/76-77 TTO ^-5] 

Too I/To f aw, TO-TW fTTOXl 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONTROLLER OF 
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23rd May, 1978 

S.O. 1657. — It has been reported by M/s. Gujarat Roller 
Flour Mills, Navneet market, cross lane, Ahmedabad-38002 
that Customs Purposes copy of Import Licence No. P/D/ 
2205615/C/XX/61/H/43-44 dated 15th November, 1976 
granted to them for a value of Rs. 1,890 (rupees one thousand 
eight hundred & ninety only) for import of permissible spaces 
for the Flour Mill Machinery for the manufacture of wheat 
products has been misplaced lost without having been regis- 
tered with any customs authority and it has not been utilised 
at all. 

2. In support of this contention, M/s. Gujarat Roller Flour 
Mills, Ahmedabad have given an affidavit. The undersigned 
is satisfied that the original Customs Purposes copy of the 
licence in question has been misplaced | lost and directs that a 
duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the above mentioned 
import licence should be issued to them. The original Customs 
Purposes copy is hereby cancelled. 

3. A duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the licence in 
question is being issued separately. 

[No. FIour/20/1 /76-77 /RM. 5] 
G, S. GREWAL, Dy. Chief Controller 
so "i i/l 

T$ fa™fV, 10 3J7T, 1978 

Wo Wo 16 58.— mTO%fTOfaiRTrTTO%faWT^faTrW^lfffTOf 
TOffa) *ft fTOtfa tf ^ TOrfaff fTOTTOT TOT faflMTO % Tufa 'ITT 'f fsp 1 
Tfartr ttwt frofa farror t*t t faftwr) (tot, 1964 

% from 1 1 k. toTttot ( 2 ) w tfawpjTn: trt nrom $ arfror 

TiXtTTT T WTOT TSTT Tt-TTo 2 17 1, Tpf'T 2 5 ^T, 1 9 7 7 T tfUTT 
VTTTO ^ WT TTT-2, W8 t TO'T 11 * (If) TITfa 25 TO I 977 if 
TfTfttT fTO[ TO if xffr JTxff srfTOfT fa ffafa TOR) TTTfaT 



w ™ „/;;m tittr tt vrsRff 



ljt7 TV Tmmr *fr riuiRt* 7 wr WTTwr % mron TV ffrfar 7 
4 5 for $ TVm wtTr wr frw rV7 rr Jr ; 


7Vr 345 TRUTHS TV fffffRt UTRffT TV 28 ^T, 19 7 7 TV 
TRSTOT TOR TV fif «fV ’ 

sfVT 3RRT Ir RT^T RtTr'V RffT Thrift RT T^R RT^R 7 
fipTR to fam fr ; 

tot xtr, Tr^r tor farfa (mnfTTV fTT^R «ftr PrfVwff) 
erfTfTffff, 1963 ( i 9 6a to 22 ) TV rpt e sra rto irfrOTV to 
rrVR TO7 JR, fjwfa fTTVTOR Rftff^ 7 RTRRTf TO7 % RRRT5 WlTV 
ITS TPT jfV7 IT fT RTTR % fRRbr TOTTC fWRT 7 ftlR 7 rr 

TORT WTRWff RRT RR'VTVr fc, Rffi^RTR — 

( 1 ) srfmjfim toTV i fT wVTVfRv ffTVT fRRfR 7 75 
to 1 17 TV fTwR wrt f7fr*PR 7 mfVff ?>fV , 

( 2) TWrfRRI RufVtT TO fRRVff (TOlfail fRRITOT tfVr fffTVtfTR) 
ITrr 1 9 7 r % hartt ffffVsTR 7 rtot TV TOrfTTV 
fRRffff Rfft frrttaror Sr RfT rtot T rr 7 faPitw 
TOrfV % ft fjRrftr 5 75 77V wWfVfRRt TTVn 7 fffRVff 
rt iiij^ jIri, 

( 3 ) (v) fTTTV Tfft RRT fffRfa-TOlV 7 RSR faRfR fffTTT 
7 fffimr fTOiR r7sttttV *rflrr fTfTwV ft rprrt iTV £ ■ 

(w) FffR (t) 7 fTfRR fTTV ft WjRtT 7 TOTTR 7, 
wVtftftro? urrfVrV 7 fTR rttrVr rtrrt tortr' rrrt 
fatnft 7 tt^EVr rtrTT arm rtTi fTR rr fTfTSTV 
TV fitfr TW v f7» ffufvrr 7 Tro rrrri fafRuftft 7 
TO 7 RffRRT iVTV | , 

( 4 ) nry m ' ffiR totrtt 7 rWi rTV tfWtfTr 7 

ffiRfw hr w iff RfTTs: toTV t rrt av ft? 

RTR fffRfff ( wf^ ’ Jl fRWR KpR fR^tarff) WfafffRR 

i9fij ( 1 9bj RiT 21 ) ft ffntr 7 7 mft^r ftm 
ffTfRT ST7T TffrfRff WfRTORIt 7 7 fTTl RT STH RTRT 

fTRr RRT STT7RT RTT 5TRTR-TO R ?7 fff *fWl17T 

unfit RRrfffTr ftuffff 0rtw*r7 *ffrfan uitT 7t 777 

TTrfr f RRI fRRTr-TRR t I 

2 . ?r tnTur 7r 7lt 7y rfr *n7t tRfffr 7r ajfff, rtw 
RT RTR RTR JRT RlTlftfRRr ffufttt 7 RffRfW 7*jtt 7 Pffrfff RR 
ffl\ 5(7 ^Rft I 


ffR 10, 197 R/t7tC 20, 1900 li61 


of Commerce, No. S.O, 2171, dated the 25th June 1977, In- 
viting objections and suggestions from all persons likely to be 
affected thereby, within 45 days from the date of publication 
of the Order in the Official Gazette : 

And whereas copies of the said Gazette were made avail- 
able to the public on the 28th June, 1977 ; 

And whereas the objections and suggestions received from 
the public have been considered by the Central Government ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and InstKCtlon) Act, 
1963 (22 of 19637 the Central Government after consplting 
the Export Inspection Cuncil, being of opinion that it is 
necessary and expedient so to do for the development of the 
expori trade of India, hereby — 

( 1 ) notifies that Industrial Chains shall be subject to 
quality control and inspection prior to export ; 

(2) specifies the type of inspection in accordance with 
the Export of Industrial Chains (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Rules, 1978 as the type of quality con- 
trol and inspection which shall be applied to such 
Industrial Chains prior to export ; 

(3) recognises — 

(a) the specifications with detailed requirements as 
stipulated in the export contract between the for- 
eign buyer and the exporter ; 

(b) in the absence of any stipulation referred to In 
clause (a), the specifications Issued by the Indian 
Standards Institution or National Standard ot a 
foreign country for Industrial Chains as the stan- 
dard specifications for such Industrial Chains ; 

(4) prohibits the export in the course of international 
trade of any such Industrial Chains unless the same 
are accompanied by a certificate issued by any one 
of the agencies established by the Central Govern- 
ment under section 7 of the Export (Quality Con- 
trol and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), to the 
effect that the Industrial Chains satisfy the condi- 
tions relating to quality control and inspectional 
are exportworthy. 

2. Nothing in this order shall apply to the export by land, 
sea or air of bonafide samples of Industrial Chains to prospec- 
tive buyers. 

3. Tn this order “Industrial Chain” shall mean any steel roller 
chain, bush chain or leaf link chain of simple or multiple 
construction, used for transmission of power or for mechani- 
cal handling in any industrial and other allied fields ; but shall 
not Include bicycle chains and automotive chains. 

4. This order shall come into force on the date of its 
publication in the official Gazette. 

[No 6 (26)|76-EIAEP] 


3. snTvr 7 'rfWfrfRRi 7 faxjff 7 Tritt 7 f$rn 
Rt frTi sfWrfipr mrr xrr p^-ftpr wrf 7 Rtfirff trrorff 7 firo 

RRRR RTRFR RT fat'-TR 1RTTRR Rfffl T5TTR 7) TffTR TTtt, 

UtuflT RT sftRUrfRRR RTOJ Sr 7 TmifTff 7) RRt7 RRTPTRTfffR 

(xfffrTtfcff) unfit fffrRfffff ri 7 t i 

4 rr stritur tprrr 7 Mwmvr ft rtOrt 7t rRtt fRrr i 
[7o b ( 2 fi ) \l <5-f7ofqo RRT f7°Ro] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 10th June, 1978 

S.O. 1658. — Whereas for the development of the export trade 
of India certain proposals foi subjecting Industrial Chains to 
quality control and inspection prior to export were published 
as required by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 of the Export (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Rules, 1964, in the Gazette of India, 
Part-II. Section 3. Sub-section (ii) dated the 25th lune, 1977, 
under the Order of the Government of India in the Ministry 


Rtt° WT° 1659 . — TrPTR R7RTTT ( wfnJ) fTTWR 

xfiT fTfhsTR) wffffffRR 19 63 ( 1 9 6 3 ffT 22) TV tJTTT 17 

arm rrtt nrfTffff rt rr>r ttr jr fR-cRfafTR fTm rrtrV Jf, 
TOtfff ■ — 

1. RT5 RR RTm*T ' (l) t(R fRRTf ipr RffltR 

rtr qVtftfRT urufWV mr TirTt (wfirsV fRRTnr xflT ErtIspr) 
fmrR 19 7 8 ^ i 

( 2 ) if RTum 7 rriPur TV rttVv TV jhjr fW i 

2. RPriRTRTR : — *5 fmpff 7, fff RR7 f>P 7 r 7 7 XFRRT 
w7fwR r 7r , 

(») 'wferfmnr' 7 TirTt (wfiriV fRRmR xftr fafrsrR) 

RfijfhmR, 196 3 ( 1963 RR 2 2) xTTrR 

(w) TrfTfftw' 7 qftrfRRR TV tntr 7 7 puVr 

ffffRTOT, TrTVR, ft?ffV RRT RltTq 7 fRTfin wf'RTTiRf 
7 7 Ttf RT trfvTTTiR & I 
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(0) Viol Pi'* mjffr' % Prosi; % tronor Yr fmf worn Proff 
viol Pi 1 * hot mo trYftn ifar if otfaor pow Yr 
fmy Hnjw onnio or fofiro •hitc orwf tftto off 

< o jfl <., 3j5T ®nPr ot trPr> Pro <, wffrsPr 
J, Tpfg TOp CTItfV^T *1 oNYt OOT TTOItOfl (flTsf- 

offUr) obfff triwrPrtr o^f $i 

3. ooTfPff favour : — (l) ProPr % tipf wrerfoir lAoPPro; 
%%fTt off oorPrsf 70 % oonrar m^jof P Pro o^ Promo % mt 
% trro PrProPr Yr foffrn rmif ot PnoPrPoo Pnmrnf on hoPt 
orcYr ejPtIWtt off impif, woPi; : 

(1) ortfof o$ trrorrf mn Poror : — 

(or) fti o rsfr% or% o^off noor tn+nJY % +H of 

oh ifiv. * <?l i?p PiPi^Pii rmr ?pr foProw trfiinPia 
fortr mnpf oor opr ot% mf^r W nomrrrr % ^PiPm 
*r% % f%tr Prfftpr or itut % oofor wept iffo i 

(«) lYmif % OTO AT Of TO PopTOof off VfunwY off <jPh: 
* <ci jee 5 rr oorf ift orfsTor or Prefer* snrTR-TPT 
?foT, m hot Jr oot-ort o'Pr or% orfo (troPr trw % 
?r rffo ir ipo ort mf om Yr mf hoto 
tpfrf % Pr) Prfim ooroorof % f%o Ysrr jrrr too 
*tt PTtffflmr spTTO~wt iff opprr tRorfotr omf % ftrp 

*11 impif OT TO fO'O ifir OTOT OT icYl 00 ITT Of 

tiT<isi 1 1 off sr-Vrermr if *it fYoff or h Vto'vi i <h i ot 
'ttYwwo? Jf ProPrtr Err P Preform or oror of ornpif i 
(o) ftrq mPr ot% PrTfsrm ot ortr Yr f%rr oejot %?rT 
%Etnr5 Pm otf orwo tc oiErTfxrr iffoT i 
(vf) Pnffsrir or fr^ferT Prrcr srT% % wrrry, rftifrr o«rr 
wwfpir orcr or ocorf * tinw % f%o oot trrfffo 

OTH OT OSO% i(f Piom % ftm ijrRoo H4f%0 t WOOT$ 
OTTliifr I 

(*) ott fotro- PmVf % %«f«r % PrProfor jrt oofar 
oPo%or ProPrrr oor RoPon *o % kJ imfo'i 

(ii) oPporProioo: 

(or) fofoofor am PrProW % fofoo of%orof % f%rj 
i%r^o of%or lofo^o ofoorPm f%iT srrtfo i 
(or) rrf%or foWvff % ofippfoo srfwVf ^ Pnf?ro % 
f%iE ^ 4 ^n, ^wnr oor gPrarof otr ^fof i 
(o) foPnrfo o% oPpot % oVno how fotfoof % mom 
o% oiroorof Tt gPrPRro *r% % fmr fofoofoT anr 
ooprr ofvr%or onfif i 

(iii) moro Promo: 

(or) fofoofaT % oto oftrfooo o% om 6 «f: mPo otr 
foProVf % wr^rrTT moro off oior orr% off ot of roo 
off ow gPrortf ffof ot oooff mo ^oro or Prooi o 
oof tw ^Puiivl oor mtoff [ i m ?fof i 

(<sr) TTf % f%1f OTJOT %OT (o^t offimr ijf ) %504 Pm 
oo ar^OTTT OT OTOTffO ^fOT I 
(o) off of owf % ooet %, foPnrfor ito ooPo ofo^ 
BOOffon tfo Profoo ¥0 % TEf OTTpi I 

(iv) ofrwo Promo : 

(t) moro off Voiff oonorf % ofimr rrorof % rjrfwTT 
t<o% % f%rr P r f oo T or forrjo PrPrfor ooTtfori 
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(or) mo? osiOoiRr r^o ofoorjo, of of % ofrro owf 
art? % ofrrftro fooT mori 

(v) ofoo tfotrf Promo ■■ — 

mom tror fotferro if m^rr oTorf oo mrorrof off 
orrf%or 1 ^ or mrroffrjo foror ornror rror Pi Prof or 
artr vfo%m sj-rmrm % mr % imto" i 

(vi) 4fmo Pro'iirii :- 

fofoofor foofo fortr *n% or% o$%f % Prrr 
'ff%o fofo?w ooroor tror mror orsYtor % oraro 
offor i 

( 2 ) Prtfmo : 

fooftr % Pr^ morfotr Vorffoor mrfftf in Proforor 0 ? Ym 
Yr fooTT % foror moor for oor sot ofm ProaVf 00 5000 
oto or trororo-HO mt tf oofo Poor oor | rfrt vfoffPTo: 
%tffr vrtrPTOO off ottt 6 % mffo Yojfo rrtorrt % o i raihf o 
foPr^off orofoj — 

(or) foYoff #or tror Profo-o^rf % ow Profo tffoor ir 
it^ot fo j oo wfwmf trf?o foProoff ; 

(m) mor (¥) % Prfw fooff rff tnjofff % moro ir Voff- 
foor ofofrxf o Prt[ oroffo oroor ototo ooot foYo 
% ntffo oroofr arror mrtf Pmr o^ PTfoW %r ot^oo 

4- Poffmo off srPwr 

(r)(i) Profo-iRf fortff of ofoorto o% f%Prr mr ir 
$oor Yot ofr iftff ^oor % trro ofmor-om «ff 
Yor for VwfPror %%fd oo ofoo Proo 3 if foftor 
Promof Yr mjoTC oorPref Prtfmo ofmof 00 srofo 
ottYt PtPr PooT oor | ot Poor orr 75 T $ vfr ofmo 
mr; nofmr Yr fwo; oirahir foPr^off off mfwmf Yr 

WOOT If I 

(ii) f% fo-oorf ^ff troo r?tff gmr off ryor oft offo^ 

Yr Promo onoftro off ^%on 

(iii) ofto^ Yr o% Yo wt t ■ — 

hetto orroftro ProPr foPior ,J i of * 0 x . 

'opY 50 %TTt', 

14 / 1 -of, qmr sjfr (wrsYf ofortr) 
oroorm- 700001 . 

jpfro oiToPro ProPr foxlsro ofv.mj, 

'oofirt foPmo, 
o?Ttor of of ofo, trofjtro, 

OfPfPr-68204 

ProPr Prtfooo offo?, 

'oroo ^ 00 %, oMf rfffrtr, 

113 , offP onf ofr, 

JJRf-400004. 

ProPr Prffmo offo?, 
mPrffm ot^Y foP¥o, 

3 , trootff OTEf, oPrYf %fmr, 
or^fm mo, 
ot fYFtf-1 10005. 
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[tot ll--?roj 3(ii)] 


( 2 ) Pnrfa-mfr nfromT tP *tt toko; 'ttptfj 
fVff Pt Nr 1 

( 3) w-Pro ( 1) % srafa jtc^t gmr m Nw 

% Tfror to Profa-roP % afror $ T^ro * irfarPt 
P w t mr *rrcr far ttpt wProrvi % Tnr Pm n 
Tf%^fv 1 ! 

( 4) iro-Pm ( 1) %■ totPt rfam "m Nwt ^ jttto $fa 

IT, WfKTTV'ir, 

(*) p% Pnrfn-rorf Tit tto if aft mf ftfroPro |, sort 

T 5 4RTMTT TTT ¥fa TT fa fafrotW "Ft afaTO iffTFT 

toPT Prim 3 % nrrofa far m toPtt TOrfaft Pfasmf 
to irifPr faro |, rrurr m ronr if atm im urrft 
frot to* (pjNrf ufa artt iff, to am faro § tftr 
«[P *mj; ffa top tow faPrfpf % spjtot stott to 
fafmrf«r fam || 

(w) PflTfarorf aft wr if art m fafrotfro Tiff naro 
tot prowT tt ifa ar fa faPrafa aft afam % Nth 
fuPmPrr if m wra mm ftMsiff % b^tot mre 
*pr Prfrorfa mpf % fm* Pm 3 $ amta am mr- 
afarr aafm TOnfarft Pfairof to sratm fam $ apt 
tot mfa if afar^ anr^T mft far ap Pfaff, af? ftf 
tfi , to ama fam |, Pidwp Pftt mif $ rfNr far* 
wtar mr atmnr met jtr aaro-a* mff afau fa 
tffatfw mattf m akro Prafa *ffa | : 

trj nn|t wPmirro m to stot to ronm atft ym |, 
pti; rfPr faff aft wafa % afar f>m ama-aw N t 


TOTOT TT N. TTO P# TFK TO <pTO ~f'1% TITiff Tffl fNrpT- 
TTTt Tt ^TT 1 

5. TmrrrsTFT tt Pwn tt Trnft rrfw: — 
'RTCrtq Tim TFTR (TWl»ftTTor pTf) %rfufTT3T, 19 51 

(1952 ti 3 s) , *rrcto TiT=f twit (!mT»pfPinTii fVf) 

Pm 1955 TUT VTTTtPt W N>TTT ( ITTTwflWTq' Pr|f) 
frPm, 1955 V TTTTJ urN TT^f Pnfa T 5fNtpTT nrfNf 
it rrwt irmr frf t; rffrr % fTTTPr iP nrPm ^ w*r if 
fPf rm ^ smr W^pr ^ftstPrip Pm 4 % wwf rr 
Puff *ft Prftwm ^ wwPr Tfr yrtti 

e. PrftfjTJT tit t*tr : — Pmt % wqPr iptn PTflmw: 
tVPnrtfrr tt Pratr Trrf % TfarTT it <m htr it 

Pm -Jiioair i 

7 . PrPwrri afpET: — 3T^TT fpr TfTT % fNl, «JTm THTO 
wt % 5t^Pr T^ft 50 , Nt tNtt Pnrprr ^ ttNt ipr nt 
ttttt %r Tftrr wt irr N q?ra Prftsm >^Pr ^ i?t if Pnrfrr- 
ttP mr tffwrnr rr Pm 4 % tftfPr ^ Prr iNr $ 
TT ^ ft arrrrift i 

8 , GTtH-(l) WPWT»r fflTT pRTr 4% 3T-Pm (4) ^ 

wtfiT irntTm N ff vtk mt tr #srfm inrfN, nrr 
Nirr Tt jgmr kirt ?Pt % m fm ^ ifPn; h^Pt NfPr 
t iv r rnr ttt jnPn % Ptrr Ptijw Promt % Tt tt 
tNit fsro% "m t tot tfPr rror wfar ir srPro m »rPrfr ^Pf i 

( 2) PrNnff % to iff «[tt totot % ft-fNrf Trm fk- 
Trrorft *rm fPf i 

(3) far >ft m'jPf nPr ftnti 

( 4) rofPr snro ?Nf % mrtr faff % vfprr Prm <ft mrift i 


DTO^t 

[Pm 3(1) 
Pfairo%wrr 


mtfo TTW TOT PrfturoTft faifa5T»t 


qrv IVq; ^rrt 

5 T T prf ^ 

wfT ftoftt faroN 

1 . «mftmffr 




(t) rornfapm 

TOTOflT TITO 

iTT^rtr 5 fr 

T?tTf am a>Tf 

(w) Pmf 

totof PrPrtwff % 

’fa ifa TOJTT 

^ afar Trfc 


TOJTOT 



(t) ^njT'rffw 
(t) TWfTm/mRnmf 




2 . 




Pnntt 

TifPrp T5fT PfiPro 

-ror- 

5 

toNt mi st 

3 . WTTOR 

TTfrroT ^t ifarr? 

4 . Trim 

-Tift- 

1 0 TOT*t 

^TT 

ht4 

rnrorfronf 

(v) 4mPw'fT4(tfr^ 

•Tff- 

5 TOPjfa 

TOrrm 

(*) *rr?ft '%€t % 4tr *ft VfarS 

(t) 3pfk %t Front (tot fartr % totot) 

-«n{t- 

5^ 

rrfaF TO T?-TT*T 


216 GI\78 — 4 
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EW *R fiTST rn fhtiSRir fagrTETh 

TERffpr 

fan sfiT EfiT 
rppffqff Eo 

Efc SWE i 

5. REERTOT 

t 

ERTTf SfFE EfifiE 

fafiWtfi Ef 3PT*TR 

sere 

E*ff tteR ere ^ faq 

if 4 e tPET «fr ElE EEfaE 1 

6 $faE 




(T) EE 

-<V- 

ERE 

tpifa rfriRT 

(w) TERREr 

-Elfl- 

i ewt 

-Etfr- 

(«T) rtftrn- tjriq- 


-Elft- 


(^) RlH tfjjjKl H v 


-jnft- 

stc^t frsrrrE 


ete faPm EPEft wV tort 5f app i 

q% fprfwr TRf % fTTTT tE 5RTR TT ?>rr fa ETPl RTT RET <ffa Ef TR-ERff, nfTE TOT ‘^TT m T1TR TRT tp> p^E 

1 


<mr THf : (^EE 3 7 farif ETE EV ER tpfiMfRTE TRf ^ fan) 150 ETTEpR ?T fERE ETT t^T rpp *(TT Elf) 

EEEE EEff ER EE? ER EEff E^ fafifa <R «V t(T ER E»fa f^PSifV *ff faET^ TT fiRTET EPfEr I 

TtfaE rar : (fcgT 500 fro tto w ^ *te ar fifafiEE TRif* fair) rffaE trt qr"fr qfaE vfa fatff 4Y eR 6 eTr writ 
ift ERE PET 6 EpR # ft iftT !|T ER? EpR tRt #t ftET # TtfT faf EPfi? I 

ee 'e^r qrw ■ | t%E mp Pte£ % faq epeet et EWfarrET ei ETEtjE afteR % w^e set t^tr if tfEf rrrr epfe t 

[Eo fi ( 26)/76 fRofRo E«n fa° tjo] 


S.O. 1659. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules, namely : — 

1. Short Title and Commencement. — (1) These rules may 
be called the Export of Industrial Chains (Quality Con- 
trol and Inspection), Rules, 1978. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. Definitions.— In these rules, unless the context other- 
wise requires, — 

(a) “Act” means the Export (Quality Control and 

Inspecton) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) ; 

(b) “agency” means any one of the agencies estab- 
lished at Bombay, Calcutta, Cochin, Delhi and 
Madras under section 7 of the Act ; 

(c) “Industrial Chain” means any steel roller chain, 

bush chain or leaf link chain of simple or 
multiple construction used for transmission of 
power or for mechanical handling in any indus- 
trial and olher allied field, but shall not include 
bicycle chains and automotive chains. 

3. Quality Control : (1) The quality of the Indusirial 
Chains intended for export shall be ensured by elfection 
the following controls at different stages of manufacture 
together with the levels of control as given in the Sche- 
dule annexed hereto, namely : — 

(i) Bought out materials and components control : — 

(a) Purchase specifications shall be laid down by 
the manufacturer incorporating the properties of 
materials or components to be used and shall 
have adequate means of inspection or testing to 
ensure conformity of the incoming lots. 


(b) The accepted consignments shall be either accom- 

panied by a supplier's test or inspection certifi- 
cate corroborating the requirements of the pur- 
chase specification in which case occasional 
checks (that is to say, once in each quarter of 
the year for the same supplier of the same 
material) shall be conducted by the purchaser 
for a particular supplier to verify the correct- 
ness of the aforesaid test on inspection certificates, 
or the purchased materials or components shall 
be regularly inspected or tested either in a 
laboratory in the factory or in some other 
laboratory or test house. 

(c) The sampling for inspection or test to be carried 

out shall be based on a recorded investigation, 

(d) After the inspection or test is carried out, syste- 

matic methods shall bo adopted in segregating 
the accepted and rejected materials or com- 
ponents and in disposal of rejected materials 
or components. 

(e) Adequate records in respect of the above men- 

tioned controls shall be regularly and systemati- 
cally maintained by the manufacturer. 

(ii) Process Control ; — 

(a) Detailed process specifications shall be laid 

down by the manufacturer for different pro- 
cesses of manufacture. 

(b) Equipments, instrumentation and facilities shall 

be adequate to control the processes as laid 

down in the process specifications. 

(c) Adequate records shall be maintained by the 
manufacturer to ensure the possibility of varify- 
ing the controls exercised during the process of 
manufacture. 
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(iii) Pioduct Control — 1 

(a) The manufacturer shall either have his own 
testing facilities or shall have access to such testing 
facilities existing elsewhere to test the product 
as per the specifications recognised under sec- 
tion 6 of the Act. 

(b) Sampling (wherever required) for testing shall 
be based on a recorded investigation. 

(c) Adequate records in respect of tests carried out 

shall be regularly and systematically maintained 
by the manufacturer. 

(iv) Preset vulion Conti ol . — 

(a) A detailed specification shall be laid down by 
the manufacturer to safeguard the product from 
adverse effects of weather condition. 

(b) The pioduct shall be well prescived boih during 

storage and during transit. 

(v) McleoiologiCtd Conti ol : — 

Gauges and instiuments used in the production and 
inspection shall be periodically checked or cali- 
brated and records shall be maintained in the 
form of history cards by the manufacturer. 

(vi) Packing Conti ol : — 

The manufacturer shall lay down a detailed packing 
specification for export packages and would 
strictly adhere to the same. 

(2) Inspection. — The inspection of Industrial Chains 
intended for export shall be carried out with a view to 
seeing that the above mentioned controls have been exerci- 
sed at relevant levels satisfactorily and that the Industrial 
Chains conform to the specifications recognised for them 
under section 6 of the Act, by the Central Government 
namely : — 


(a) the specifications with detailed requirements as 

stipulated in the export contract between the 
foreign buyer and the exporter ; 

(b) in the absence of any stipulation referred to in 
clause (a) the specifications issued by the Indian 
Standards Institution or National Slandaids of a 
foreign country, for Industrial Chains. 

4, Procedure of Inspection. — (1) (i) The exporter shall 
give intimation in writing to any agency and submit along 
with such intimation a declaration that the consignment 
of Industrial Chains has been or is being manufactured by 
exercising quality control measures as per controls leferred 
to in rule 3 and that the consignment conforms to the 
requirements of the specifications recognised for the pur- 
pose ; 

(ii) The exporter shall at the same time endorse a copy 
of such intimation to the nearest office of the Council. 

(iii) The addresses of the Council are as undei : — 

Head Office : 

l'-xport Inspection Council. 

‘World Trade Centre’ 

14| IB. Ezra Street, 7th floor, 

Calcutta-700001. 

Regional Offices : 

Export. Inspection Council, 

‘Manohar Buildings' 

Mahatma Gandhi Re 
Ernakulam, 

Cochin-682011. 


Export Inspection Council, 

‘Aman Chambers’, 4th floor, 

113, Maharashi Karve Road, 

Bombay-400004. 

Export Inspection Council, 

‘Municipal Market Building’, 

3, Saraswati Marg, 4th floor, 

Karol Bagh, 

New Delhi-110005. 

(2) The exporter shall also furnish to the agency the 
identification marks applied on the consignment. 

(3) Every intimation and declaration UDder sub-rule (1) 
shall reach the office of the agency not less than seven 
days prior to the despatch cf the consignment from the 
manufacturers' premises or exporter's premises. 

(4) On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
sub-rule (1) the agency shall — • 

(a) in the case of an exporter who himself is the 

manufacturer, on satisfying itself that during the 
process of manufacture he had exercised adequate 
quality control as provided under rule 3 and 
tollou'ed the instructions, if any, issued by the 
Council in this regard and manufactured Ihe 

product according to the standard specifications 
applicable to it ; 

(b) in case of an exporter who is not himself the 

manufactures on satisfying itself that during the 
process of manufacture the manufacturer had 

exercised adequate quality control as provided 
under rule 3 and instiuctions, if any, issued by 
the Council in this regard to manufacture the 
product according to the standard specifications 
applicable to it: 

within three days of carrying out the inspection, lsme a 
certificate declaring the consignment of Industrial Chains 
as exportworthy : 

Provided that where the Agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall wilhin the said period of three days refuse to issue 
such certificate and communicate such refusal to the exporter 
along with the reasons therefor. 

5. Affixation of recognised marks and procedure thereof, — 
The provisions of the Indian Standards Institute (Certifica- 
tion Maiks) Act, 1952 (36 of 1952), the Indian Standards 
Institution (Certification Marks) Rules, 1955 and the 
Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Regula- 
tions, 1955, shall, so far as may be apply in relation to the 
procedure of this affixation of the recognised mark or 
teal on Industrial Chains prior to export and Industrial 
Chains so marked shall not be subjected to any inspection 
under rule 4, 

6. Place of Inspection. — Evciy inspection under these 
rules shall be carried out at the premises of the manufac- 
turer or exporter at the port of shipment. 

7. Inspection Fee. — A fee at the rate of thirty paise 
for every hundred rupees of F.O.B. value subject to a 
minimum of rupees fifty only for each such consignment 
shall be paid by the exporter to the agency as fee for 
inspection under rule 4, 

8. Appeal.— (1) Any person aggrieved by the refusal ol 
the Agency to issue a certificate under sub-rule (4) of 
rule 4, may within ten days of the teceipt of the communi- 
cation of such lefusal by him, prefer an appeal to a panel 
of experts consisting of not less than three but not more 
than seven persons, appointed for the purpose by the 
Central Government. 

(2) At least (wo-lhirds of the total membership of the 
panel of experts shall consist of non-officials. 

(3) The quorum for the panel shall be three. 

(4) The appeal shall be disposed of within fifteen days 
of its receipt. 
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SCHEDULE 
[See rule 3 (i)] 

Level* of Coatro) 


S.No. Test or Inspection charac- Requirements 
teristic 


No. of samples to be Lot size 
tested 


Remarks 


1 . Raw materials 

(a) Chemical analysis 

(b) Dimensions V 

(c) Visual examination 

(d) Hardness or Tensile strength 

2. Components 

Dimensions, Workmanship and fi- 
nish 

3. Heat treatment 
Hardness 

case depth 

4. Assembly 
Overall demensions 


As per standard specifl- A sample each from 5 Each lot from each supp- 

_ . 1 1 . . i. _ J . . . . j , rr 


cations recognised 

coils at random 

lier 

—Do— 

3 Samples 

Each half and hour’s pro- 



duction 

— Do — • 

10 Samples 

Each charge 


(a) Width over inner links 

(b) Width between outer plates — Do — 

(c) Length of chain (after proof — Do- 

loading) 

5. Breaking Load Test — Do— 


5 Samples 
5 Samples 

3 Samples 


6. Packing 

(a) Appearance 

(b) Drop test 

(c) Rolling test 

(d) Water spraying test 


— Do — 
— Do— 
— Do— 
-Do- 


Each 
One No. 
—Do— 
— Do — 


Each half and hour’s pro- 
duction 

Each hour’s production 

All chains assembled with 
components from same 
charge for each com- 
ponent. 

Each consignment 
—Do— 

— Do- — 

Each design 


The package shall be well finished and have a good appearance. The package shall be such as to ensure that the inner contents 
shall withstand Drop test, Rolling test and Water spraying test as given below : 

Drop test : (To be restricted to head loads upto 37 kgs. only) : The package to he dropped from a height of ] 50 cm. once on the 
largest flat surface, once on the longest edge and once on any corner of its own. 

Rolling test : (to be testricted to a weight of 500 kgs. only) : The package to be subjected to rolling on Its sides 
either six metres forward and six metres backward or twelve metres In one direction only. 

Water spraying test : The package to be exported to a water spray equivalent to a normal or accidental or monsoon shower for one 
minute. 


[No. 6(26)/76 — El & EP] 


so* 1 660 .— -Intm (wrfftnP fainter fa P si w i ) 

wfaPm, 1963 ( 1963 TO 22) Pt TORT 17 3TTT TOW MlpK i qf 
to sofrtr toP §17, P^ffa httor totot % mr % thP P Porta 
(wrfaPt fan'wer sPr Prtfaer) Pm, 1974 Jr fteftior toP % 
fair fa't-'l PlPl'l fa<t *t '*'11(1) vqfq : — 

1 . ( 1 ) to Pmf to m P or P iwf to Porta 
(wifafr Pottot wYr faffaer) ftefrTO Pm, 197 a 

( 2 ) ft row* if whft Pf anffa Pr gfa tfrfti 

2 . totet Pf OR P RRfr fa Porta (wrPofr Pofanr fttr 
Prrtsr>r) Pm, 1974 if, Pm 5 ft, 

( 1 ) 09Pm ( 4 ) % wr 9 r fawfapw vrt toiott, *nrfa:- 

"( 4 ) 09Pm (i) P wsffa ^orr tot ftfaeir to ffam, 
wPotm tmr n? tnrim to ftp tr fa fftPortaT ft 
faporfa Pt stPptt ft ^rot Rqfta wrPr#f Pofaer 
mr fa Pm 3 if farr tot £, tot | out to todot 
% fai( avrrcr an to gam: fafa'aPr toY ft Pot fa 9f 
TOOf Pffaftrtr ft ft to ftfta if q paf 

IRT arrt fair TOi trjftftr offt Ptf TO TROT faTO 


Jf, *Ar to JopiR % fair mor orv fftfawf ft aiTOr 
Pft snjTORiT tjfaftw toP % Poe worn totiP nip 
toPtt fPe *rfa to ftft to trot fro ft ftfaR gf 
mrotr toP jv fa totr ft tor % rtot to q-ftpr 
Porta-ftfar |, soroi-w ft tot i totPt qfft faPmfar 
fa 4 fair of aft | at 9 rw tojto mrfw frorr awnr 
tot i(rt awm nr Prpapr eft totouri ip, nr ftfaf 

$ WpTTOer XTRT Of rjfaftw TOP % ffttr fi^r ijfTTT 
fa 09RtW TOf TO TOOT PfOtT TOT 

TOTg Oft pfarTOCT TO TO 9TORTO TOTfrOT rfip 
9170 4ft 4f aw rror fftftf 9p toPt % vfpre 
Portft-TOrf *P iff ftfTOTT TOP |T( JOTOIW TOTf TOTf 
ft tpTOR to: ftro fa totet ft to ft rttP to 9^09 

pRrta pfar | TOT TOTTT 9p ^TOT TOReff 

affa Porta-rorf Pt ftnT” 

(ii) w-Pm ( 5 ) P toot 9T, PTHPrfaa tiit TOtprr, 

sorff : — 

"( 5 ) ufa faPorttrr Porfa-rorf- a# $ trt PrPinr TOTfar 
P mo r trfaTOer totot ft to ft mt P 
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TriPR ftt ?R '«R ft, RfftftRb TAR % farq; #R 
IJRW* xrRRT ^fRR kkl far RfRxft ft RTR fo-RIT 
r ft) ai7 r% i RftqR v< wftsfft fti srt r Rfc fRRfRT^f 
^rr ^nrsf ?ff kiR afirrw arr-tr ftfar ret*: «er rw 
RlftfaT R^t fftfiT WIRT : RRTfa T?% RTRRT ft, fftRfa 
wfo RTtftspr ft fa^a fttf RRfar *Tft ^rr Rfavki 
Rff ?faT i” 

(iii) RRfotR (t,) *pt ftk forr wirti 

[ff» 6(20)/7lfRofRo OTTo fft°R°] 

#0 tfto JIffajfi, R1JR, ftfol>P 

S.O. 1660. — la exercise of the powers conferred by 
♦action 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
mates the following rules to amend the Export of Steel 
Wire Ropes (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1974 
namely : — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Steel 
Wire Ropes (Quality Control and Inspection) Amendment 
Rules, 1978. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Export of Steel Wiic Ropes (Quality Control 
and Inspection) Rules, 1974, in rule 5,— 

(i) for sub-rule (4) l"he following shall be substituted, 
namely : — 

"(4) On receipt of the intimation and declaration 
under Sub-rule (j), the agency on satisfying 
itself that during the process of manufacture, 
the manufacturer had exercised adequate qua- 
lity control as provided under rule 3 and the 
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instructions, if any, issued by the Council in 
this regard to manufacture the product to con- 
form to the standard specifications recognised 
for the purpose, and upon carrying out periodic 
spot checks, as deemed necessary to ensure 
conformity of the consignment to the standard 
specifications recognised for the purpose, shall 
wihin 7 days issue a certificate declaring the 
consignment of Steel Wire Ropes as export- 
worthy. However, in cases where the manu- 
facturer is not the exporter, the consignment 
shall be physically verified and such vei iftcu- 
tion or inspection as necessary, or both shall 
be carried out by the agency to ensure that the 
above conditions arc complied with : 

Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, 
it shall within the said period of 7 days, refuse 
to issue a certificate to the exporter declaring 
the consignment of Steel Wire Ropes as export- 
worthy and communicate such refusal to the 
exporter along with the reasons therefor.” : 

(ii) for Sub-rule (5), The following shall be substituted, 

namely : — 

(5) In cases where the manufactmer is not the 
exporter, after completion of inspection ihe 
agency shall immediately seal stamp or stencil 
the consignment of Steel Wire Ropes in a 
manner as to ensure that the goods cannot be 
tampered with. In case of rejection of a con- 
signment, if the exporter so desires, the consign- 
ment may not be sealed, stamped, or stenciled 
by the ggency ; but in such cases, however, 
the exporter shall not be entitled to prefer an 
appeal against the rejeclion”, 

(iii) Sub-rule (6) shall be omitted. 

[No. 6(20)/7I-EI&EP] 
C B. KUKRETI, Jt. Director 


RT7R TT ffTO . 1JR 10, 1978p*TO 20, 1900 


rtoOr 

*k fopft, 197 8-0 5-2 3 

*T°W° 1661 RRR RRR TC ffifftfaR RlTRtR REPP RW (STREET fotR 1955 % fftw 4 % gxftfaftppr (1) ftRJjRrT 

rprIr repp wi 5RT fftar wit t fa RW ft tp Ret^ faftifaR forr | fapfat fftwR wk vnffor foRR rrt rkrEt 

repp * r%i PEjfftt ft >fr Rf 

rttrIr repp ftwr (street fft^R) RfftfftRR 1952 ftk rr% rstir wft fonfi % fftfara r? repp 1978 - 03-01 ft rpj; : 

( 1 ) (3) (4) ( 5 ) 


1 . IS. 8423 





R1R WWlft % ftpT TEJRR fftftfftR IS:8423-1977RTR ^JTTft ft faffi R|RtT RTRfttR REPP RRRT fd ftfiftHTR ffaRR 

faRR«rrft?rR “ forfaR kRR Rift $kr ftr fafarfo TSI’ lift ( 2 ) ft fork 

R$ vftft Rk PEJTET ft ^RTC famT RUT t 
ftk i^R forTVI ft follRT RRT ^ RR 
R EftRTR % air xtk RTTRftr REPP kl 
RTOWT ft | I 


[fto ftforifr/i3:9] 

[Indian Standards Institution] 

New Delhi, the 1978-05-23 

S.O. 1661.— In pursuance of sub-rule (1) of rule 4 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Rules, 1955 the Indian 
Standards Instituion, hereby notfies that the Standard Mark design of which together with the verbal description of the design and 
the titl e of the relevant Indian Standard is given in the Schedule hereto annexed, has been specified. 

This Standard Mark for the purpose of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Act, 1952 and the Rules and Re- 
gulations framed thereunder, shall come into force with effect from 1978-03-01 : 
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schedule 


SI. Design of the Standard Product/Class of Product 
No. Mark 


No. and Title of the Relevant Varbal description of the Design 
Indian Standard of the Standard Mark 


1. IS : 8423 

is Hi] 


Controlled percolating hose for 
for fire fighting 


JS ; 8423-1977 Specification for 
controlled percolating hose 
for fire fighting 


The monogram of the Indian 
Standards Institution, cons- 
sisting of letters ‘1ST, drawn 
in the exact style and relative 
proportions as indicated in 
Col. (2) ; the number of the 
Indian Standard being supers- 
cribed on the lop side of the 
monogram as indicated in the 
design. 

[No, CM D/I 3: 9] 

fho 3fTe> 1662. — Flfthl FRY FRT (tPTHH f^TF) Uf-RF 1955 % ftfFFF 7 % RTfMFFF ( s) ^ WaRR Freffa RTFY tilRT 
irtTT srfcPjfiTtr ftR ^trt % fa yr («fHr) ttrw ftr YdYfRi 4?r rrfA wit fw kri^ y) ir fan rttr iifft y xpjrm: 

fHtrffCrT y) Yt Ft t wtT tR 1978-02-01 ?T WR ?bfr I 




o I'T p >l u n 

( 2 ) 


( 1 ) 


(3) 


SYit Ffa wit fw K mrt yI ^bt ? 

(■*) (-0 


l. Myrt xr*T fxpTrc % ^?n is- 3745 -i sec ftfaRT <Fr ftifarwr wwy (1) 30000 wtsfIt % fan m 

JJW % spR YFWR Y 5 TT £ 1 W % YIRT YFWF fafafR trfa wrf , p\r 

(2) 30001 ^ft *ik ?fnT t ff 

% fan? 5 4jT iritr wit 1 

[wwr hVrxrsV / 1 3 : 10 ] 

S.O. 1662. — In pursuance of si b-regulalion (3) ol regulation 7 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) 
Regulations, 1955, the Indian Standards Institution, hereby, notifies that the marking fee per unit for Yoke type valve connections details 
of which are given in (he Schedule hereto annexed, has been determined and the fee shall conic into force with effect from 1978-02-01 ; 

SCHEDULE 


. 6 
</; Z 

Pioduct/Class of Product 

No. and Title of Relevant Indian 
Standard 

Unit 

Marking Fee per Unit 

(!) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

1 . 

Yoke type valve connections 
for medical gas cylinders 

IS : 3745-1966 Specification for yoke 
type valve connections for 
medial gas cylinders 

One Valve 

( 1 ) 10 Paise per unit for the first 30000 
units and 

(ii) 5 Paisc per unit for the 30001st unit and 
above. 


[No. CMD/13 ; 10] 

VToStD 1683. — ■H'lTSfCT FRY FWT (nfilttH faff) f^fwi 1955 f (2) % XfifTR FITFR FRY FWT 

jut f5p*rr yrt | fa rft *r #YtR yftT y) faffatl Yt xrFr wit ^rr yVf if for irt fatrffaF 

O mt t I F? 'tPr 1977-02-16 WJ, ?>fV 1 


yff° frr/frr 

'dWH-tft FRY Yt FOT XlV. uftFY 

WTT 

irfn wit fir rfR iff yFt 


( 1 ) ( 2 ) 

(4) 

(4) 

(5) 


1. W ?T tF^R xfk J^TF 

13:3 23 7-19765 RRT if lfafa-1' rtfa FYT- 

loofafatr 

pi> 1,00 


% ? df j n"^F 

ffaF % tWHR YUlt tf faffaft yV 

fS Q -p r , 

1W 



- 


0 r° tfttrxt^/13 ; 10] 


[■*rnr IT — 3 F¥ 3 (ii)] *rptr *pt T nrTiir to, 1978 /ftfar 20 , 1000 

S.O. 1663 — In pursuance ot sub-i emulation (3) ol regulation 7 of the Tndmn Standuids Inslilution (Certification Marks) 
Regulations, 1955, the Indian Standards Institution, hcicby, notifies that the mai king fee pci unit for hypodermic syiuigcs details of which 
are given in the Schedule heielo annexed, has been detcimmcd and the fee shall come into foice with effect form 1977-02-16 : 

SCHEDULE 

No. and 1 die ot Relevant Indian Standard Unit Mai king Fee per 

Unit 

(1) (2) __ 0) (4) _ (5) 

I Hydpodei nue syiinges foi insulin and IS : 3237-1965 Specification for hypodermic 100 Synngcs Rs. 1 00 

tuberculin injection syringes for insulin and tuberculin injec- 

tion 

[No. CMD/13 : 10] 

VTo 3T,o 1 664 — 'ffTTTTft ‘TRT hUTT (itHl'JM ) ft ft a ff 19554: ft ft a *f 7 "P -d 9 ft ft ah ( 2 ) % 5Ru I < 'flTPTfft' JTR4: ■W4T 

sm fttnjfft fftrr f. ft. fftfft ftft ?ur "ft sift r?t w<tr ft ftn wujft if ftn ffff fttttfftt ft ht 

£ 1 hit ftn 1978-03-ot & stpt ftft i 

TdRo 3RT3|T3?TT5ftftft RnrTo-ir nntT ft w?r ftp ftw ftr Trft 'ft ftR 

~{ 1 ~ (2) (3) (4) (5) 


SI Product/Class of Product 
No 
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1 IS 8423-1 977 5TFT TOR it 5PJ^r lOOftrf (l) reft 50000 WORT % fft( 5 00 

ft*R trrlr^ui ft ftfuifti wi nft ^rrf ftp 

(2) 50001 ft ftp gftr 3sn: ft ’srnft 
fftr 2 00 ipRT sift ^rrf I 

[3ft ftftfrft /13 : 10 ] 

SO. 1664.— In pursuance of sub-regulation (3) of regulation 7 of the Indian Standaids Institution (Certification Marks) 
Regulations 1955, the Indian Standards Institution, hereby, notifies that the marking fee per unit for controlled percolating hose details 
of which arc given in the Schedule hereto annexed, has been determined and the fee shall come into force with effect fi oin 1978-03-01 : 


SCHEDULE 

SI. Product/Class of Product 

No. 

No. and Title of Relevant 
Indian Standard 

Unit 

Marking Foe per Unit 


0) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 


1. Controlled peicolating hose for 
fighting 

fire IS : 8423-1977 Specification for 
controlled percolating hose 
for fiie fighting 

100 Metres 

(i) Rs. 5.00 per unit for 
first 50000 units and 
(l!) Rs. 2.00 per unit for 
50001st unit and above 

the 

the 




[No. CMD/13 : 

10] 


tpToOTo 166 5 — PPR PRff TP ftftfth Wfpftl TTffT ft*IT (SRPJR fttR 1955 % fttR 4 % TTftpFR (l) % RJPITP 

qRT fttfT STTT RftffftT fftHT 'STRT | ft ft*TT ^ RRT fftuf ftftfft fftff £ fftrft fftlRR ftp unfftp ftTPT 7R7 Igrofft 
urt % gfftnr R ftr ft 1 1 

q-pR; (sPTPrR ftftj*) fttjfTTT 1952 ftp 3*1% PTlfR ft fftft % ftftff $ TRT 1077-02-16 Tf PRJ ?RT I 

yNK/dNN ft ■sift 3<;di4pft Tnftr m i h * i •’ ft ttftrr ftp strut ft ftsnvi tt STTfft'F ft^e u i 

ftsft 

“(3)^ "21 ( 5Z (5 ) • 

RHTtfTOfftftT^ T fftR : fftsR IS 3237-1 965 RRr ^ ftjfft ftp PTTPftR TRT TW TT ftfttTR fftft ‘IS’ 
PRRftfftT* " ^ PRft ft ftftft IRS S) IRPR (2) if fftrrf ft iflft 

ftftftfft ftp ppyTR ir RTTP fttfT tRI ftp 

aftT fftmft If SRT ^ : ?Tf sflft- 

ttR % arrf sfft 'srrftft rrsp ft is- 
ftsn ft fff & i_ 


rplT if o STR si fftjJT ft 
ft aii-f 

1 IS 3217 


fto ftf(ST ft/ 13 19] 

irft. oft ftpfthnR, sm trirftftiiT 
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S.O. 1665. — In pursuance of sub-rule (1) of rule 4 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Rules, 1 955 the Indian 
Standards Institution, hereby notifies that the Standard Mark design of which together with the verbal description of the design and 
the title of the relevant Indian Standards is given in the Schedule hereto annexed, has been specified. 

This Standard Mark for the purpose of the Indian Standrds Institution (Certification Marks) Act, 1952 and the Rules and Regulations 
framed thereunder, shall come into force with elfect form 1977-02-16 : 

SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

Design of Ihe 
Standard Mark 

Product/Class of ProducL 

No. and Title of the Relevant 
Indian Standard 

Verbal description of the Design of the 
Standard Mark 

0) 


(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

1, 



Hypodermic syrings for insulin 

IS : 3237-1965 Specification for 

The monogram of the Indian Standards 


111117 | 

|J5r) 

and tuberculin injection 

hypodermic syringes for insu 
lin and tuberculin injection 

Institution, consisting of letters ‘1ST, 
drawn in the exact style and relative 






proportions as indicated in Col. (2) ; the 
number of the Indian Standard being 
superscribed on the left hand side of the 
monogram as indicated in the design. 





Y' S. 

[NO CMD/13 : 9] 
Venkateswaran, Additional Director General 


Drm sftr <rfr*nT 

WIT** ft»mt 

rrffeMl Z6trf, 1978 

«pto we 1666. — arnr wqfqApq Pfiw irfiifftiq, 1954 

( 1 954 »T 37) qt tJRT 3 gWtT ( 2 ) % WHT (q) $ 
tPTfRtir Jr qftitw % spft tftraq $ «ft #o vfo fjvXtfi, 

gq qh «ft %<> < ft« qFRjtqwpT % tc %qftq wm 
qWP 5>T 4TH(4r<t‘<i ftqT ft ; 

spr:, vm, gwr, ^ wfsrPm qit mrr 3 sqtrrcr 

( 1 ) HITT 5pm Blfteff <PT spfhr qvft |tr, R1T fttVT iRtft ft ft 
ura rrwR % wtot qft: qfftir ftftsrq ttuttpht (Fwtq 
ftm) ^rftrtfqq q<> qq» oto 270 (*r) grffar 1 srfcr, 

1976 *T ftRfftftg mtffspT Sift qrpff ft, erqfa: — 

gw qfagsFTT Jr "tnrr 3 qfr gq-tjRi (2) % tjv* (q) 

% qtfbr rtr ftft * qft ’ft fto (3) % heft 

qf) afqfi'c % ^«TFT IT “*ft ftf° <ft® jqlul, gq fJftspti, q i Oi *9 

rftrTttrq, q(( EeT ) ' tifqfkj j sit Tut^rfi 1 

[fto fto i50i6/i/76-rrotfR«-tnr *(U. ft tps ^ 

[m IIJ 
sfto wftvpr, wre qftq 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 26th May, 1978 

S.O. 1666. — Wheteas in pursuance of clause (d) of sub- 
section (2) of section 3 of the Prevention of Food Adultera- 
tion Act, 1954 (37 of 1954), the Ministry of Commerce 
have nominated Shri C. B. Kukreti, Deputy Director in 
that Ministry, as a member of the Central Committee for 
Food Standards vice Shri K. V. Balasubramanlan, who 
resigned ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
*ub-section (1) of section 3 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby directs that the following further amend- 
ment shall be made in the notification of the Government 
of India in the late Ministry of Health and Family Planning 


(Department of Health), No. S.O. 276(E) dated the 1st 
April, 1976, namely; — 

In the said notification, under the heading "Members 
nominated under clause (d) of sub-section (2) of section 3", 
for the entry, the entry “Shri C. B. Kukreti, Deputy 
Director, Ministry of Commerce, New Delhi" shall be 
substituted. 

[No. P. 15016/l/76-DMS&PFA(Pt. II)] 
G. PANCHAPAKESAN, Under Secy. 

fttpft, 2SRt 1978 

qrto *Ho 16 07.— flWftPTFr (WTTftTF^ WfVWtPPff 
qftfftW, 1971 ( 1 97 1 IT 40 ) qt fTRT 3ITO STmflftlPffTT 
srqftr jjT ftftq rrmrrr wT jrrr tt« fto ijtq qjsr, gq-ft£- 
ftt, TPsjto tftrft ftq stem , 22 -snq mq qrft ftytft ftr tor *f 
rrwr TPiRftFf wftmft (ft ^ 4iit to wfftftfq % sftfftqf $ 

fftrer qrqqr wftmft ^ T? Tl ftqjRT qtfft ft FP fteft ft 

ft gq3 tffsmft Tft tER«TPT, 22 IIIWI rpI 

fireftYJt sift: gtft Jrorcftftr ftftrr & qr t| Tffft>T 

nft tn sw ftmH *ftf ’tfft: ft ftfir rrft i ht^: Jr to 

rifhftqq % jttt qT gq% seVit wn srfhqqfftff ^r fr 
qft tftftgqf qq qqtq qftqr (fir tiftr q^ qtd*qt iff qt^qr i 

[qwrr €Y» 1 7020 / 1 2 / 77 -qYo ?fto <I«] 
*rppq MTiPtr 5i4I, qftq 

New Delhi, the 25th May, 1978 

S.O. 1667 — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec- 
tion 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised 
Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Govern- 

ment hereby appoints Dr. B. L. Wattal, Deputy Director at 
the National Institute of Communicable Diseases, 22-Sham- 
nath Marg, Delhi, being a Gazetted Officer of the Govern- 
ment, as Estate Officer for the purposes of the Act, and 
directs that the said officer shall exercise the powers con- 
ferred and perform the duties imposed on Estate Officer by 
or under the said Act, in respect of the premises belonging 
to or taken on lease by or on behalf of the National Insti- 
tute of Communicable Diseases, 22, Shamnath Marg, Delhi 
and under the administrative contiol of the said Institute. 

[No. T, 17020/12/77-CCD] 
AN AND PRAKASH ATRI, Dy. Secy. 
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WTTF*TFPJmir:«JH 10, 1978/*^5 30, 1900 


ffa sfh: *TWTPnr 

(rft Pwi) 


F$ fTOft, 20 Ff, 1978 

Wo Wo 1668. — WJ ^!tr wfuftFF, 1960 ( I960 TT 

59 ) % r>» s % ( i) % hwiI % wfl'k ffk tou 

crgrnrr trio wto ft° h)f, h?tht ffifrfFkpr (fir wiw) 

FT/rfilfvrRH f) *To fro t[Fo H^Ftf f ?FTF <TC 

wr fri tt wr fthff weft $, 3 ht ff fVf ftm mn 

£~ 


FTF ITT <Yw 


•Muft 

1. *To »ft° fto d(4Un 

3 Hf 

6(l) (F) 

fkr 


fVtH ffft 



WTO [FT irfF f 



nfFlffw 


[fo 14-27/7 3-1^ *)c I] 
WT» l^o WFT fitf 4 


MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE & IRRIGATION 
(Dpartment of Agriculture) 

New Delhi, the 26th May, 78 

S.O. 1668. — Under provisions of sub-section (1) of Section 
5 of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act, 1960 (59 of 1960) 
the Central Government hereby nominates Dr.B.P.Bose, Assis- 
tant Director General (Public Health), Directorate General of 
Health Services in place of Dr.P.N.Sehgal to be the member of 
the Animal Welfare Board as under - 


Name 

Date 

Period 

Category 

J . Dr. B.P. 
Bose 

Immediate effect 

3 years 

Section 5(1) 

(d) — Repre- 

senting the 
Modem Sys- 
tem of Medi- 
cine, 

(No. 14-27/73-LD. I] 
R. S. SOOD, Under Secy. 


WY^f ®rh FfTFjjF tow 

(tftwprw) 

F^filfi, 2 6 fit, 197 8 

Wo Wo 1869. — Fkl[F PpFRT faff ofafe (HTFRf) f%7T*T 
1 060 % Pm 3 % FTF qfkt «« flF wfidfafi, 1958 
( 1958 FT 44) ft HUT 15 ft FFtmt ( 1 ) IRT H4TT 8T%fi 

ft hfFt <6 T?t jtf ffW htttt <ftwtt FkirF fawn frrff 

wftrfff % HffF ft fto <nr° fWTtjRi ft tpr f tpra 

*f stiff ft mftw f ftp ^tfhpr wr hsfh from Fxfr $ i 

[fo ffFoffHo yf-2 3/78-ffFotfto] 

ftufr fto Pm, wn: nffr 

MINISTRY of SHIPPING & TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, the 26th May, 1978 

S.O. 1669.— fn exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 15 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1958 (44 of 1958) read with rule 3 of the Shipping Deve- 
lopment Fund Committee (General) Rules, 1960, the 
216 G 1/78—5 


Central Government hereby appoints Shri T. S. Krishna 
Murthy, Secretary, Shipping Development Fund Committee, 
as a member of the said committee with effect from the 
date of the publication of this notification in the Official 
Gazette. 

[No. MSD-23 /78-MD] 
Mrs B. NIRMAL, Under Secy. 


F< ftoft, 32 Ft 1978 

w° Flo 1670. — OTP, FVPTOf WTF (WSTTfaTF 

sfafTpraf ft $iwft) wfaff'mr, i97i ( 1 9 7 1 W4o) ft hut 
3 iut srrt vrfwrf ft wTh ^ fk huh f tutth, ftf 

2, €9 3, IWI (ii) , HTtW 18 19 76 f FFTfftT, 

huh tutu t fFFkr wk wmw nkm ft wftapjHHT f o tt°wto 
3342, FUhj 28 !IW, 1976 ft wftUftff wt Jff ft 

Huff f ( 1 ) FPri wfanff ft ft tutu ft Turiff rt 
wfaFut |,^rt wfafFtpr f mrDrft f fft[ wtr wffamfr 
anft ft hft FUfr f tout ( 2 ) F faPfft'S Ftwft 
TWTFf f 5TF<Tt ft HTHH WTFt WftrFrfklT ft UTfiffiT ftPlft F 
«fm:, 3n!t wfffFirF jut fi nrrf flftff tufft wfbFuf ft wtr 

Slffurt 8TT FFtF wk WfrjdffT Fkitf «5T TTIFT »fkFT I 


WTTFft 


wftmtV Tr '(rriFtfTF 

f<tr) fnTFt f wr wk wftmknT 
f) wfk hYff:; 

( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 


wi xtffwd, ftr kw, ( i) hfw ^r?tt ktf ft wftF 

Hfffiafti ftFmf f ukrc fkpt 3nr 

kif f trtmtftw PniawTHtF 


n iAirt wn t 

( 2 ) :pnFTftm no 6492 FTOT 
HW, WOT tfF, Ff fneft 
fk JFTH f 0 (fft- 

TTffTT F'o 5690) Iff 
FTF, WITH cfn, Ft ftfft I 

(FkF hftr f (uto HfEprrrd f 

flrtvrfo 68 -fofto 7 /pfErgfH 

48, ffrfta 20 FW, 1948 
im tifija^r) 

[Wo fo l/ 2 / 68 -FffffiIF] 

srrt° fiaxt, tm fhfw 

MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 

New Delhi, the 22th May, 1978 

S O- 1670. — -In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occu- 
pants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971) and in supersession of the notifica- 
tion of the Government of India in the Ministry of Works 
and Housing No. S.O. 3342 dated the 28th August, 1976 publish- 
ed in the Gazette of India Part-n section-3, sub-section (ii) 
dated the 18th September 1976, the Central Gov-mment hereby 
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appoints the officer mentioned la column 00 of the Table below, 
being a Gazetted Officer of Government, to be estate officer for 
the purposes of the said Act, who shall exorcise of the powers con- 
ferred and perform the duties Imposed, on the estate officer by or 
under the said Act, within the local limits of his jurisdiction In 
respect of the categories of public promises specified In column 
(2) of the said Table. 

TABLE 


Designation of officer 

Category of public premises 
and local limits of jurisdiction 

(1) 

(2) 

Estate officer, Northern Railway 
New Delhi. 

(1) Public Premises under the 
administrative control 

of the Northern Railway 
situated within the local 
limits of the entire 
Northern Railway. 


(i) House bearing Municipal 
No. 6492-Connaught 

Place, New Delhi and 
part of shop No. 6-F 
(Municipal No. 5690) 
Connaught Place, New 
Delhi (Requisitioned by 
the order of the Govern- 
ment of India, Estate 
Office, No. 68-E-O-VII/- 
Reqn. 48, dated the 
20th Nov. 1948). 

[F. No. 1/2/68-Rcqn, 

I. CHAUDHURI, 
Director of Estates 




(WWW faVTu) 

rrifftwfr, 197 8 

*To «fto 1671. — fesff t&Z 1957 (l957 tfo 

6 1) «fr ETTCT 57 tPTT VUlfan tfo tr^o l(l) 68-^0 

jffo ttET-II flUTPR 13-5-71 ^ wtftfpp mtfhET % jpttJ' 

ftwfr Photi snfmEtTtr (vpmfhr dsff mmm tpf fa#7) 
fnmr 1968 % famr 3 ircr yjt trmr trfmpRt m snfBT 
jr ft, ffrro tpTo ipi f7° 5tT° titrajHr tmjiri 

(wtnrr) run (maul) favur srrftr^rrmr *p! tff 

fSrcuft Pww tnftEPTor % ttEtmT ?ett thp^rl ^ w tr 

3m f-rmiY <fr tfhr-5 sptrnrf'EB vfttTPT wem vim ^ i 

[tfolTBo l( l)/68-^ 0 5fto nf-II] 

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

(Housing Department) 

New Delhi, the 3rd May, 1978 

S.O. 1671 — In exercise of the powers vested In me by 
regulation 3 of the Delhi Development Authority (Manage- 
ment and Disposal of Housing Estates), Regulations, 
1968, framed under section 57 of the Delhi Development 
Act (No. 61 of 1957), and in partial modification ot 
Order No. F. l(l)/68-HB. Pt. H dated 13th May, 1971, I, 
M. N. Buch, Vice-Chairman, Delhi Development Authority, 


heroby delegate all powers to administer the said regula- 
tions also to the Commissioner (Housing) and the Deputy 
Commissioner (Housing), Delhi Development Authority 
subject to the general guidance and resolutions of the 
Delhi Development Authority. 

[No, F. l(l)/68-HP. Pt. Ill 
*Io 5Tf ° 1672.— ? 3 wife 1937 ( 1957 tfo 

ei) mn 57 mrr itmtfmr xrr^r tb 1 ( 1 ) / 0 s 
TTf-lI fmrtv 13 -S -71 ^ vtfro mtfhFT % tppftr sfit^ ini' 
fmtr) Ppftrt snftwviT ffotlr 8?) tpf Pnifa) 

ftw 1968 ^ famr 4 tkt qm irm ^ ■g-firm) 77 smEr 
jtt if rnpo r^-o 77 ) 3775763, fSr 0 sto tr^sm trted 

HJrtvrfi vftrufrifi (xrpmr) t?t faror grriPfror «ft writ 
Jr 37 fmnrf % wmfa 3777 vmpij (vrnyTril) fawnfa r tttJt % 
vfWi'k sttft vrm 1 

[rfo 1 ( l)/68-t^o ifto tni-II] 

S.O. 1672. — In exercise of the powers vested in me by 
regulation 4 of the Delhi Development Authority (Manage- 
ment and Disposal of Housing Estates) Regulations, 1968, 
framed under section 57 of the Delhi Development Act, 
1957 (No. 61 of 1957) and in partial modifications of 
Office Order No. F. l(l)/68-HP. Pt. n dated 13-5 1971 
I, M, N. Buch, Vice-Chairman, Delhi Development 
Authority, hereby authorise all Executive Officers (Housing) 
to execute all agreements under those regulations on 
behalf of Delhi Development Authority. 

[No. l(l)/68-HB. Pt. ID 

*r° srto 1673.—' teft tWr: 1957 (1957 ■ft 

6 1 ) t 5Y HKT 57 $ Xpfpfcr TTEl 74 PrtfTH grfljTPGT 

( n i a i ppi 1 (Sat oaawr 77 fmrfa) fvm t 96 s % firmr 21 

ffTTT spur wftHTRlr 77T 'SpfPT 817% t(7° fT, 37151131 

ftfo f^to srto tpuryna OTPjtn (whet) , 6t fiwrf) 

1957 ^ tmr 44 % nRfltr vmffBff % wBferr % tnfw Jr 
WFtor srua % ftrr ^ptt srr* % wfimr sret vnrr 

t i 

[rrotpBo i( i)/68i^o^o qrMl] 

trifo tpTo 

fttml Prvtrr snfspPT’n' 

S.O. 1673. — In exercise of the powers vested in me by 
regulation 21 of the Delhi Development Authority (Manage- 
ment and Disposal of Housing Estates) Regulations, 1968, 
framed under section 57 of the Delhi Development Act, 
1957 (No. 61 of 1957), I, M. N. Buch, Vice-Chairman, 
Delhi Development Authority, hereby authorise the Deputy 
Commissioner (Housing) to cause public notices to be 
issued, in the manner proscribed under section 44 of the 
Delhi Development Act, 1957, for inviting application for 
the allotment of properties. 

[No. l(l)/68-HB. Pt. II] 
M N, BUCH, Vice-Chairman, DDA 


fVTW ff«TT HRF*T TiWW TOWflf 
(from fasmr) 

23 oFErf), 1978 

*to «To 1674 . — fwr am mrnr «p64Tw inrmr (ftrsn 
fesrpr) Jr rrmrn: ^ te? (fmtmfmprr: rrm 

^z) 5rftir64M', ( 1 947 1947 77 46) 7^ *1177 3 BTTT STTW 

m mfrr 7^ jtr, Hrm: neyki 

itnjpr I. 377 wftrffimr <Pl ^ spp&r 7^ V ijttt i 8 
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[aid II — am 3 (ii)] 

Sr ISfell WWWf H d f Sr dTd afford 5TdT 

^ I [m '* ; Trfen rrvTFd l ffoltl S^R TOT 

anadf’sfo' OTSITd IT d?ff fel, d*t t^felT SNIPd ^jan 

fanra Srar afetds % aidata faSan to fe fedftrfTja fefWd 

^ WTO PPJ TTOf^ ' — 

trm 18 % qfefoi % toto to ffodfaffo 7 fd*fo rfo- 
TOTffo ffo ampt, nafd : — 

( n ) Tl^ dOTO" irftpn SHITFd TOn fdnTd Si'H, ^fedt 1 

( i ) Spt <pt tmr sm^ifr saffoa 5>n *fk *rrt nraf nt 
wS % fan <mm nnjat eroaT ^tnt i fedfdffo dtdprff n't 
feyna fe ijnfo tot arnjat nfen it bz $t>ft i 

(n) to rw wj % fdfoa ^ron w ^t foifn 
nwt Sr fe; if ?fr for n n for fort nt ffedT- 
fspnT rtd rja fotmd aft fe ^ d fn ndd - 
w foafot % feft arnr % ffo i dTO^-roro 
nfenTO Sr d^mffo nT«rrr m, nt£ fo "dffe 
aft to - top ddSr nidi art na dyj yt nr d^ 
fomr tfk nfor fmr Pp n? nrra Sr Pprft 
*ft nmr % dm% d tja nt ddnar nd S, dfo toSt 
fetid it rtrfr yz ;ifw ^ u (I f if STWP TO dfet 
t artd d? wd to fotad nt dt ntf r^rfd didro: 
fror septic art m rmat |, ffoSr ffo d? rja 
St »rf «fi 1 ftp, dfar feft fft nrmfr it d? 
sptd asm ^ fn nn ntf ^fna to naro Sr 
ttPHTci f^dt M'ntwK wrr %z nr ?wt | 
nr dff Tt ^r 'tpR»rr ir Rfrwr ppr pdrsr n(? 9 TW 
ppm f PKrr ircnr< ^ pPpt p«ttt dd% 
mcr snfsrfp forft ^ftmr^t ikt pp btt it 
pr^Pap nrf pep dprt §rr nr(t fen npr 
mnwnd, pk nwr nr ferfdn w % snrrw ?>rr 1 
for arrant ww Brnrwnr gm; ddr^, ^fer 
fafenfr nr w^nrrmd npnnr nnr ftt nrrr it 
wffopnr fdTtnrfanKX ^€t fptrfwrf nftx fPr- 
srnft nr feft swk nr ^nfm dtfo ^ ffo 
%x n»w vtrp nwi ^ * 39 ^nr mftwrfeif 
n*r n^rPT vfr n ^rr 1 

(*t) nfe jnsm *ftr nfe nrppnn nroir 1 

(n) nd fvrffo nfddnft % nunu Sr naTFrdT nt nnkTijt 
fo 'jrriT ffo% ffo for irt pit infr rfffonff it 
wffonf nrsdr-p f-rfo jf r fo nfepTfir nt nTqrft n«n 
n<K nrir «fr wnnr ^r faftra: fnfvr nr Tr«f- 
p'W nffonw % nw wr if fen 'Jmrrn 

(2) kto nfo nnft % snitn^f % (for nnnffo 
nwm ffefer g?rm~f nt?: smmn, nfor for 
nrsr-rrnrr nr toh, fon nprift tftr nTnfer 
rdn^nr, rnfirnf *ftr ferftt % d 'infer mlr nft 
nrfer fnt tt ptTn nt ^ ifet afef fV 
qrft % aRife nmrd fem trt nwm nTTn 
Sr for jii<4<m 1 ffonr *jd vr?fl ^r snfen 
ffo nr im^r wit n^nn 1 qfe nnff Sr 
fet^df % fe^ for am nmr it wfWt fe 
Ttrf^iff nr «ft nr m to n«i nfet nf 
(jtrftl * 


(iii) for nt ictw nrf ir ^3 ^nft 1 mnPr for d?t 
dn for ir ^3 fef f¥Wt nt tow if nn for 
dnrrtferr % unf Sr iff rmpr f 1 

(iv) Sr?s fn rafe ?m fdffot ntr ffoaft dn 
ntnr nn nfor nt uni Pin fenft Sr «mfo 

n^rn ii 1 
(n) nrefoPfern: 

(i) nfe: yfcmff ntrr mTmrm rrmeff nt 
fennr, m S' ntf^iff nt ffonS Pfe nnff 
if eSdiffoK ir rmr ndffortfetrrcn wn 1 

(ii) S Spr am rnm qffePfof *fk top sfef % 

it mfenr vid nr it tjnn iii mn j r i{ 
nfe Snn fomr 9PC $t rtn rmre Sr nr fo 
?tS 1 

(iii) ffenn am ^93, ift fe trftr Sr so% 
nn fotfen 3'ijfo' % firp xmr tfk arm rmnft 
m fevj 8 + wnntT nfe aft w^dffl sjtift 1 

(n) Jdrmrfdn iEzre mrfedraTtff, rffo^K, mn «rm ffom 
dn nffo nt, nmr % didftn d rfk B duitf l' d 
ptt qR fdnnr fntr fe gtd : — 

(i) <i^d"*.:-f dffonmr am dr^ ftS dS Srrd <fld 
'nfefedn qr nil an it ^nr gtS 1 

(ii) nfe Sram nviidfor mnl Sr fotr if, ^nfe d«n 
mfot nrimf Sr tpn ?fS 1 d? a nnfeui 1 dnjmdr 
dfe nR ffodfet n«n dtm diaid i n wmnf Sr 
fon Sr ^mj d$r ?(rnt 1 

(iii) TP^td for ddTdf ir ^nr ?fS t 

(iv) fot dRr mn qpft rfk mr nr wrffo fofinff 
nfljd nnmrcr Prfofef rm ffoart Tffofnd & 
rjnr ^fS 1 

(v) sdd WTddd qd rftdPijFn fSiidTftinR waf^ 
ci^didd S; fotdf ffen offor-qfnfnn yrn 
ffonr Smr it q^fft mr tnrdr an a^T nfe 
ddd aw ndfe p«n fofen rmnd fe^pn 

- *mn?T nfe nr aftrnrd upfo Pp aij mdTd ngir 
rffdnjro nftrffod Sr snfed rmnd Pnnff Sr 
wain fdniffe ®: ferS nt dtfnn nnfn Sr foix 
nrw fen nnn |, <flx ddSr dfeta wanr foSr 
difoidt Sr ddfef nt ddSr fmr nr ijn «nd | 

Sr dddtd Sr ffo 1 1 

Ws^tnfe : 

to mr ir 'apn’ if, femr w, ffof rTTfi tot fet jtor 
aft foptff Sr ffo yffet Sr rrfaffer nd sftd dnffo ajro, arrffo 

? 1 

(vi) fedfwfed ijit d*n fnPrdd gPrnnj ann nd 

d^:— 

(n) sm forff it ffonft ijit nr^ 1 

(*a) &Z tn nm ^ffor aft drfadpfe ajte annT *F fSSsft 
^it fol 1 

(a) dTdd if pprft aft dfcdtfo for if ferodf an amt 
nafo Sr ffo nrofotifo if nw dart ^t ar^rfir 
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I'm i 5T? f^rffr wftmfl Tr smar § Tien: frerem y,‘r 
^triT ^ tff t-t 9TRrt 'd'f% tht th i a'fifaa Trfvr 
faer wxrm ^ # for stwM'faff nfr tt 1 1 

(vii) TTg-rffoi % ^PTET SEtuttf l q ' ?or: % rnpr 
Tfir vm qpft *rk tc uTfsra- trirftnfr 
frf)pr stk vl trfor sfap) nft gfasrr fo 
SfRlft i 

(t) qmrirkmr, ftrem rto sfr »tto % 4idfor | $ 
siRr ®rrrwfiwr fnr : 

fortr wft jraro'pW wrt % rriru ir rr»n vrjvfl 

Hi I (Hi { ft l rti'i I tlfj SHFTfrH'W TPyRRTT Ria<. HTT 

ott Rtex tmipm amrer) % thau ?r srni 
gWr i 

(*) sfftiwqnff, $ uror % Trqffor $ ®rr *r ^ ^ 
hW ffofaTfsmr rifo: a^ron ijtifr tflr a 
ifrin nppt w wpfk ffotaTftprrc fpft i 

[#0 12-10/75-t^o t^o HTf o — II] 
*rfer TtftqT, rnjHT nfTT 

MINISTRY OF EDUCATION & SOCIAL WELFARE 
(Department of Education) 

New Delhi, the 3rd January, 1978 

S.O, 1674. — Tlie Secretary to the Government of India 
In the Ministry of Education & Social Welfare (Department 
of Education). In exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 3 of the United Nations (Privileges and Immuni- 
ties) Act, 1947 (46 of 1947), the Central Government here- 
by declares that the provisions of Section 18 of Article V 
of the Schedule to the said Act shall apply, mutatis mutan- 
dis, to the "Commonwealth Asia-Pacific Youth Develop- 
ment Centre, Chandigarh" a Centre established by the 
Commonwealth Secretariat and to the Indian Director, re- 
cruited on an International basis, of the Commonwealth 
Asia-Pacific Youth Development Centre, Chandigarh, subject 
to the following modifications, namely : — 

For clauses of Section 18, the following clauses shall be 
substituted, namely : — 

(A) Commonwealth Asia-Pacific Youth Development Cen- 
tre, Chandigarh. 

(i) The Centre will have a legal personality and the 
legal capacity necessary for the exercise of its functions. 
It shall have Immunity from suit and legal process except 
to the extent provided hereunder : — 

(a) When expressly waived, as the privileges and 
immunities are granted to the staff of the Centre 
in the interests of functions and not for the per- 
sonal benefit of individuals themselves. The 
Secretary General of the Commonwealth Secre- 
tariat or any person for the time being exercising 
his functions shall have the right and duty to waive 
the immunity of any member of the staff in any 
case where, In his opinion, the immunity would 
Impede the course of justice and it can be waived 
without prejudice to the purpose for which the 
immunity is accorded. 

Further, if in any proceedings any question arises 
whether or not any person is entitled to any privi- 
leges or immunity under this Agreement, a certi- 
ficate issued by or under the authority of the 

Secretary to the Government of India in the 

Ministry of Education and Social Welfare stating 
any fact relating to that question shall be con- 
clusive evidence of that fact. 

Also the Centre shall co-operate at all times with the 
appropriate authorities of the Government of India 
to facilitate the proper administration of Justice, 
secure the observance of police regulations, and 
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prevent an abuse of privileges, immunities, exemp- 
tions and facilities mentioned in this Agreement. 

(b) In respect of motor accidents and motor traffic 
offences. 

(c) When arbitration proceedings are taken in relation 
to written contracts for which a compulsory arbi- 
tration clause shall be inserted in all contracts 
entered into by the Centre, and the specific refer- 
ence to the capacity to contract shall be mention- 
ed in the Agreement with Commonwealth Secre- 
tariat. 

(ii) Goods, including books and publications, furniture 
and furnishings, stationery and office equipment, vehicles and 
electrical gadgets etc. imported by the Centre for its official 
purposes shall be exempt from all customs dues, provided 
that articles imported under such exemptions will not be 
sold in India except under conditions agreed with the Gov- 
ernment of India. Vehicles purchased in India by the 
Centre for official purposes shall also be exempt from pur- 
chase tax and other duties 

(iii) The Centre will have exemption from direct taxes. 
The Centre will not, however, get exemption from taxes ' 
which are, In fact, no more than charges for public utility 

services. 

(iv) The Centre may have bank accounts and may hold 
funds and foreign exchange to the extent permissible under 
the relevent rules. 

(B) The Indian Director : 

(i) To have immunity from jurisdiction and inviolability 

in respect of official acts performed in the exercise 
of his functions except in respect of motor accidents 
and motor traffic offences. 

(ii) He will be exempted from Indian Income tax on the 
perquisites and other allowances provided to him 
by the Centre, and will be liable to pay such taxes 
only on his salary and pension. 

(iii) He will be permitted duty free import of liquor and 
food stuff for entertainment purposes to the extent 
of 50 per cent of the amount earmarked for enter- 
tainment by the Director. 

(C) Professional staff, including consultants, Registrar, and 
ofter teaching stall not being the citizens of India 
recruited on an International basis shall : — 

(i) be exempted from taxation on the salaries and emo- 
luments paid to them by the Commonwealth Secre- 
tariat. 

(ii) be immune from suit and legal process only in rela- 

tion to their official acts. This official immunity will 
not extend to motor car accidents or motor traffic 
offences. 

(hi) be immune from national service obligations. 

(iv) be immune, together with their spouses and relative, 
dependent on them, from immigration restrictions 
and alien registration. 

(v) Enjoy first arriver customs privileges, l.e/ the right to 

Import duty-free their furniture and personal effects 
the time of first taking up their post at the Common- 
wealth Asia-Pasific Youth Development Centre In 
Chandigarh, provided that the goods are imported 
within the time limit of six months fixed under the 
Baggage Rules made under the Sea Customs Act, 
and are meant for their use and for the use of the 
members of their families forming part of their 
household. 

EXPLANATION : 

In this clause "Duty” Includes taxee and related charges 
other than charges for storage, cartage and similar services. 

(vi) Be accorded the following currency and exchange 
facilities 

(a) Foreign currency accounts abroad. 
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(b) Foreign exchange account with the Parliament 
Street Branch of the State Bant of India, 

(c) Permission to operate an Indian rupee account for 
day to day expenses with any schedule Bank in 
India, Reasonable amounts standing to their ere- 
dit in these accounts can be repatriated with the 

approval of the Ministry of Finance when the 
official is transferred from India. 

(vii) Be given together with their spouses and relatives 
dependent on them, the same repatriation facilities 
in time of the international crisis as diplomatic 
envoys. 

(D) The Professional staff, including Consultants, Teach- 
ing staff who are the citizens of India : To enjoy immunity 
from suit and legal process only in relation to their official 
acts. This official immunity will not extend to motor car 
accidents or motor trafflee offences. 

(E) The Trainees, whether they are citizens of India or 
otherwise : They will have no special privileges and immu- 
nities nor exemption from custom dues, first arrival privileges 
etc. 

{No. 12-10 /75-NSY-1I1 
ANIL BORDIA, Jt. Secy. 


tpfcri srff «Tt*TT fsRETJr RWF 

Iff fowff, 20 *4, 19 78 

WrotgTo 1 87 5. — *R: 19 rpf, 1978 f4 TTTT fmTPPT PPTPT 

m Pptr ffPfhnr % jrfarnrw 

mrr r (fc'n'Rf<r*‘ , T s <Pf nfj ; 

m. %oftrr rrmn: tjfcr ir $4 srt fft tp wim 
rprfxtrfw *trr art* ftrm *rt writw srtfYtr iftcn $ ; 

wtr. w*, rmpiM Pm, 1037 % Pm 74 nrr mm mPrwxflf 
•FT JrTPT (ttr, HFFTF tflPflTO SRFTr <fT *P4 

% fTf sriN tTfiiftr fir^ftr $ ftrrr4 PrRpiftR 
*ifft?r nffufm si«rh{ 

( 1 ) mrf »rm urnifcr oft^R, 

mrr xtTpfitn: fRtftr, tftr 

<FPT»flT . . . WRBJf 

( 3 ) 41 « 4w, if^rm P-mr, 

rpn: i . . rrsw 

( 3 ) uflo tfffo wNtsv 

£41* Pt^Wf, fwsfr tfcr, 

xftaf tpTTsrnR, fs- r ii 1 , rntm 

( 4 ) «fr snWx, (fftpfBrft) 

*f4iR 'prOTTtRi *4 ftwl I . IRFT 

[itro ire Hto 15013 / 12 / 7 e-Tx] 

MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL AVUTION 
New Delhi, the 20th May, 1978 

S.0. 1675. — Whereas a DC-3 aircraft VT-DEU belonging to 
the Civil Aviation Department crashed on the 19th of May, 
1978 near Sonepat resulting in the death of 8 persons. 

And Whereas, it appears necessary to the Central Govern- 
ment that it is expedient to hold an inquiry into the 
said accident by a Committee of Inquiry : 

Now, therefor, in exercise of the powers conferred by Rule 
74 of the Aircraft Rules, 1937, the Central Government hereby 


appoints a Committee of Inquiry composed of the following 
persons to hold an inquiry into the said accident, namely 

(1) Air Vice Marshal B.W. Chauhan, Air Chairman 

Officer Commanding, Jammu & Kashmir. 

(2) Capt. D. Bose, Director of Operations, Air Member 

(3) Capt. G.S. Dhillon, Acting Regional Direc- Member 
tor Delhi Region, Indian Airlines, New 

Delhi. 

(4) Shri Dharamvir, Deputy Director (Engi- Member 
neering), Indian Airlines, New Delhi. 

[F.No. AV. 1 5013/12/78- A] 


fiwft, 27 rtf, 1978 

VToWTo 1876. — w rferm «tfl tifh^RT ho u 0 ^ 0 15013 / 
12 / 7 8-TTo pRt>F 20 hf, 19 78 Sr RtftTT TviltH Jftf, 

4^ wlotffro trim, tott? Trjf'Tt, run; RfJrnr, flrsrt, 

41 ■> 4Pr, T f tRWR tprr jfimr, % wtr 10 * 4 , 
1978 fit hPfbrer 4 mfW jt{ w: tam Phtr 

% ip Pt*tr iffoifto-^tofo^o 41 % *rr^ Sr 

*iM frt^ 4 ftri Prrpm 4Y rtfirfa % tWR 4 

ir ir fn4 +/*i 1 

[tpp°R rjoijt- 15013 / 12 / 7 8-if] 
rrtto wvr«rti{, hT-hftor 

New Delhi, the 27th May, 1978 

S.O. 1676— Tn partial modification of this Ministry’s Noti- 
fication No. Av. 15013/12/78-A, dated 20th May, 1978, Capt. 
B. S. Gopal, Flight Instructor, Air India, Bombay, will act as 
Member, in place of Capt. D. Bose, Director of Operations, 
Air India, Bombay, to the Committee of Inquiry appointed to 
hold an enquiry into the accident to a DC-3 aircraft VT-DEU 
belonging to the Civil Aviation Department, which crashed 
near Sonepat on the 19th May, 1978. 

[F. No. Av. 15013/12/78-A] 
S. EKAMBARAM, Dy. Secy. 


IT^TT hwiHR 

25Ff, 1978 

fPo wto 1677. — tfn frHfr nftisH 'TRrSk 
Shg 4 Pfttf ^ fff fan ritff Tr iptr TPcftfir 
ftr thr 7^4 fft immi | t^t mfirraTroT ^rr jrtY 
arpmft ^ ftrr %r ft: vrofbr tk ftaR lasi ^ finnT 434 
(III) (41 41) 4 v?tfsR % Tu totRiml *r 

firowr w 'll rfVr f^rmn'rrfTFft^rtrtSf^ 

•rlf rmfn ?1 ^r fil4 pi 41 4 % smftra 

gft ffr drtlw 4 30 ft4f 4: wFr 4*4 frr ^ 1 

3T6 ^«RT -H^tn a i fN I f4 fTRfirfl ftp? 18-7-1970 * 

uwqw * Hftw % '-mtjsjfV 4 19-7-1976 4 tftft 4 : 
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''^raitrcft Sf swr 17 - 7-1976 tfM tftF "tflnpr 

tfTO&r" jT smftffi ifr-crt «fV 1 

3TT ^ftt % it xwraTtxr ir fq-^fr mif/Ht xfk gjftTt 
sx Ttxmx stxt fanx ferr w | 1 

Xfffatr FF TRT5 ffeTrETf ^ faEPT 434 (III) (4f *ft) 

am sror i?rfeqt fi pen =nx% ft ^T^rFr^^rR' spp-Ttx b *ftfer 

ftWr | fe UPffa 16-6-78 tT Ftfife Ft T*TRtT Tprfrrsra' 

fej ffix £mr; — 

R5T FWffi <E-fl'-hH «Wqr 

T*r wfrr ft TFErbr m: ^wr 9ft fa irsr Fpftx 

?t S fertffiZT Ft tpr)jr ffr ^ *Fdfcr TPT £ iWtf fa 4? fifaT 
3TTX it Ffafa % fihX few nft rftqT 46 OTT 3RX ^ if tyj- 
fvmr 2rffaEr PTirTT ?t 5 fao qto qftT ^ xr xrur it 
sffmfisq ?t i 

[ffo 3-6/74-'fttTF*t] 
'll o tTqo itltd, fastTTF Ffa (^ ) 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P&T Board) 

New Delhi, the 25th May, 1978 

S.O. 1677. — Whereas a public notice for revising the 
local area of Eda-Cochin Telephone Exchange System was 
published as required by rule 434(IIT)(bb) of die Indian 
Telegraph Rules, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulation 
at Eda-Cochin, inviting objections and suggestions from all 
ersons likely to be affected thereby, within a period of 
0 days from the date of publication of the notice in the 
Newspapers ; 

And whereas the said notice was made available to 
the public on 18-7-1976 in Malyalam Daily “MATHRU- 
BHOOMI” on 19-7-1976 in Malyalam Daily “Malaysia 
Manorama’’ and on 17-7-1976 in English Daily "The 
Indian Express”, 

And whereas objections and suggestions received from 
the public on the said notice have been considered by the 
Central Government ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
rule 434(ITIXbb) of the said Rules, the Director General 
Posts and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 
16-6-1978 the revised local area of Eda-Cochin shall be 
as under : 

Eda-Cochin Telephone Exchange System 

The local area of Eda-Cochin shall cover the area falling 
within 5 KMs radial distance from Eda-Cochin Telephone 
Exchange ; provided further that this limit shall be restric- 
ted to the boundary of Municipal Corporation of Cochin 
in the North and line of 5 KMs radial distance from 
Tripunithura Telephone Exchange in the North East. 

[No. 3-6/74-PHB] 
P. N. KAUL, Director of Phones (E) 


whfa 

fifjfaxft, 24 F f, 1978 

FToWTo 1978.— VERT fKFlT % 4/1^ SET »flX JMfa 
ITWWR Ft FfffiJ'FTT FTo HTo TTOTT 1780, felfa 19 9PT, 

1963 tixr Ffer «nr ptptept, farra 1 of-tp-pt 'jetjt if ft«PT 
% 'ffefffa srfsPFTTf FT TO ffa6 ft IPTT | ; 

xpt: ft, FWfaF famr 1947 (1947 ft 14 ) 

itft ETTTT 8 % S'EPtjf SPJffPT if TTXFIX fq-o sfto 

sflo i N Pt Ft gFfar Ffer *44 ptftept 44 fw#T FfeFrfr 
f-| WOl 8 * 1,41 I 

[ffotfRo 1 1020/l6/77-#To I(tf)] 


ministry of labour 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 24th May, 1978 

S.O. 1678— Whereas a vacancy has occurred in the Office 
of the Presiding Officer of the Labour Court with head- 
quarters at Jaipur constituted by the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. S.O. 1780 dated the 19th June, 1963. 

Now therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of 
Section 8 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby appoints Shri S. B. 
Srivastava as the Presiding Officer of the Labour Court 
constituted as aforesaid. 

[No. S. 11020/16/77/DIA] 

WTXIT 

qffoFfr, 2 7 19 78 

FTo 3tTo 1 679.-41X4 TtXFTT SET fllx JFFfa 

EiTnw ’ET srftfijqfiT WTo #®4T 1570 finttt 31 4f, 1963 STTT 

irfer «pt ^iffirPET, ferm ijwwt if fertr 4 'irsr- 

fer Fftrarrf jr idt ^ ; 

set: w, sfarffw fw? srftrfrmT, 1947 (1947 Tf 14 ) 

■f) trirr 8 sfr tawair % ^ feffh trrrnx q)' ^r 

ferflx tt^iw 44 grfer fifoT mit w "ffsnTffe RRmr) 

TTfif I I 

[ffo tngo no 2o/i5/77-*t°-I(ii)] 
tiqo%o tiRiwt, Jep nffewfe 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 27th May, 1978 

S.O. 1679— Whereas a vacancy has occurred in the Office 
of the Presiding Officer of the Labour Court with head- 
quarters at Bhubaneswar constituted by the notification of 
the Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. S.O. 1570 dated the 31st May, 1963 ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuanco of the provisions of Section 
8 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby appoints Shri Jugal Kishore 
Mahapatra ns tbo Presiding Officer of the Labour Court cons- 
tituted as N’onwaid. 

[No. S. 1 1020/1 J/77/DIA.] 
L. K. NARAYANAN, Desk Officer 

Rlferff, 254^, 1978 

4fTo Wf ° 168 0. — ifcrfttr TTVt'K, R^PT 'tTfuluafi, 

1936 ( 1936 TT 4) Tt tTPCT 7 V) OTJTXT ( 2) ^ flpi¥ (ff) 

spj HTtr wfWTf m snfrr jtf, st^p pot jf?fr xrjrtr 8t>«r 

8?r, trij % Htferfif % ffe;, fafirfire Ttoff % i 

[tfotffio 3 1 0 1 4( \2)l77-X**ll?rl(f[XV?l)] 
xrsf H'lqflr, t3T trf'n 

New Delhi, the 25th May, 1978 

S.O. 1680. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause Cp) of sub-section (p) of section 7 of Payment of 
Wages Act, 1936 (4 of 1936), the Central Government 
hereby specifies every Chief Minister’s Relief Fund for 
the purpose of that clause. 

[No. S. 3 1014(12) /77-WC(P)] 
HANS RAJ CHHABRA, Dy. Secy. 

Wo STfo 1681.— tofar TR4TT, FfeBJ fcfxr Wffe, 

1952 % fel 4 % TT TO ( l) $ 9^ (4) STfiTHyr 

<fr jfj 34rww, feet trrPrwT g s-ta - , 

xlr, fa xE TO-tm , Ft feet st% xmr ^ ftn rft iffifttr ttMt % 
TPWT % FT tf FTtft % FTOT FTF1T ^ *TR RTTTTFT 
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# vfvfw 90 97" VT" 237, r,"f 0 'I 18 f99FT*, 1975 *T 

#* writ fvRfvftv *f#v9 t<# w«rf<p — 

376 #vgv9r *r, # e |r 9199, vftfft "# #» 

P:j lj I I** , *97991#, kRT q ifl Pi M 1*7 9'ftll'T, q IJ # : )W uf#i, 
vrvuTvrr, fcrxm.” *«*T9 t* vftfft "# jv; VTVfWjft, 

39 *vw, vfh 9 Tf#J 9 90 * 9 , 68 -ur, *f $#9 ft?, # 999 * 19 * 9 ” 

*# vtf# 1 

[?to # 20012(l)/73-#o tp6"H] 

8.0. 1681 . — In pursuance of clause (c) of sub-paragraph (1) 
of paragraph 4 of the Employees’ Provident Fund Scheme, 
1932, the Central Government hereby appoints Shri Dundoo 
Balakrishna Murti, Vice President, Andhra Chamber of Com- 
merce, 68-B, Rashtrapatbi Road, Secunderabad as a member 
of the Regional Committee set up for the State 
of Andhra Pradesh and makes the following further amend- 
ments in the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 237, dated the 18th December, 
1973, namely : — 

In the said notification, against serial number 6, for 
entry, “Shri E, G. Krishnamurthi, Proprietor, 
Krishna Engineering Workshop, Industrial Area, 
Azamabad, Hyderabad”, the entry, “Shri Dundoo 
Balakrishna Murti, Vice President, Andhra Cham- 
ber of Commerce, 68-B, Rashtrapatbi Road, Secun- 
derabad" shall be substituted. 

[No. V. 20012(1 )/73-PF. 11] 

W 0 OT 0 I 682 — 971 : %>#** 9 * 97 * qit ^ v#v #9T £ ft 

¥r#r9-?99 5*77 ###, 4 3 *# V^i #T, 57V9TVr-16 

pept; vnv9 ?r 994 fttfrirv #* 9# 9## # vjtmr ^tr jttv 

it *npR # & ft? «f#9F r vftv ftftr #* sftftf 39*# 

##993, 1952( 1952 97 19 ) % 39910* 399 *9T'*9 # VT 5 

ftp v# 9*f)jr( ; 

*m- «*4, 359 trferfim <1 vm 1 "ft 39trr*r (t) s*** 
5 T 57 T irfat# iii v#n 9 *# 59 ##9 tott, 39*1 #vft99 % 
vtsfv 399 *«rm (ft vet **# 1 1 

93 #3^99* 1 1977 # VfV 3$ 39# >5117# I 

(9°#*° 350 17( 12)/78 J fftt7b-oII] 

8.0. 1682 . — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in re- 
lation to the establishment known as Messrs Datamation 
Data Processors, 43, Rofi Ahmed Kidwai Road, Calcutta-16, 
have agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Ccntuil 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of May, 1977. 

[No. S. 35017 ( 12) /78-PF-1I] 
Who 9fT° 168 3 — 99: %*#9 9*99* # 9^ V#9 #3T $ ft 
93# f9T#V tr7)'#t9, #1-16, ^ #0 VTfo #0 #T, VWVT-73 
9*96 *9199 ^ 9*91 f99't79 #3 '699## # 9J*(59T ?9 
919 9* 9#T9 # ft V991# 9f#9 ftfh #t 9#V 399V 
' ##*99, 1052 ( 1 952 99 19) % 3999* 3V *9*99 # VPJ 

ft*t V# VTftq ; 

W: 99, 376 ##999 # Vnjf 1 # 39V*tT ( 4) 51** 
997T Jlft# 97 9919 9*771 Jtf $#9 9*99* 379 ##999 % 
39971* 376 *9 1 99 # Via^ 9**# ^ I 

95 #y$Vdl 1 99V, 1977 9) 9^V 5? 99# VT**# | 
[#>5 (k 0 350 17( 13)/7S#o mi,- 0 II(i)] 

SO. 1683 .^ — Wheieas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employee* 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs United 


Agencies, P-16, New C.I.T. Road, Calcutta-73, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1951 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of April, 1977. 

[No. S. 35017(13) /78-PF-II(i)] 

*To VT° 1684.— %#9 9T97T 9*99# 9ftR ftfff urft 
9#4 3999* ##399, 1952 (l952 TT 19) # VTO 6 % 

999 9775*1 SKI 1*3 TtfWfi 99 99# *T# ijftr, 99*3 fti*9 
if VT9WP #V 97# % 909*5 1 99V, 1977 ^ 99# gVTUta' 
trftjtV, #r- 1 6, V1#c, #0 ftg, 9VTV*-7 3 9T9T 69*99 

# 376 9*759 5 99tV# fvn ftftftr* 9 V# ^ | 

[9o 99-3 501 7 ( 1 3 )/ 7 8## mp 0 II(li)] 

S.O. 1684 — 111 exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into the 
matter, hereby specifies with effect from the first day of 
April, 1977 the establishment known as Messrs United 
Agencies, P-16, New C.I.T. Road, Calcutta-73 for the pur- 
poses of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 35017(13) /78-PF-II(ii)] 
9IT° V*° 1 68 5- — 9V 9T#9 TRVT* # 9*t 9#V #9* |ft 
999 5ft# 99999 l™? USlfttV* 999#, (W 43, 7VF6 t(9 
#9T#, 3#- 2 6, ftrft tFT#9 ^9# 9^9 9#, 6 5 f#rr# #- 
Wftf# fT3f#T 9'19TT;#, V#- 1 6 fftlV UTrat*'# |, 9*99* *9*99 

# (Hi f#*tw #* 9*99*1*# # 9^#?9T 69 9*9 9* 9*r99 

# 9^ ^ ft V49R1 9f#9 ftfv #* 9## (3kv ###99, 

1 952 ( 19 52 91 19) % 3999* 376 *9199 # VT9 ftti; (S|# 

W9' W, 395 wfi*f#T9 # vm 1 # 39V19T ( 4 ) ffRT 
997* KtftR# 49 9#9 V*# ^#9 9*99* 376 vfvfW* % 

39*FV 3*6 *9199 # VI9 97*# t I 

95 #9599* 31 1*9(97, 1976 # 99V 99# VT9# I 

[90 U[9» 3 501 8( 3)/78-#o tp6o H] 

S.O. 1685. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Trinity 
Fasteners and Forgings Company, Plot, 43, Block ‘S’ Bhosari, 
Pune-26, including its branch at Padma Kunj 65, Shivaji 
Cooperative Housing Society. Poona-16, have agreed that 
the provisions of the Employees' PiovidenL Funds and Mis- 
cellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to 
the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the thirty first day of December, 1976. 

[No. S-35018(3)!/78-PF-IlJ 

930 39° 1 6 8 6. — 99: 9*97* # 9#9 #9T | ft #99 

U#H;T9TfV9 (9T#9) ft##*, 99# #T ( ##9-1 8 rvftw 

9*9, <69F*5* , mnftpp* fvvi, 9T9T *qpT9 # 9P9T ftvWF- 
#* (f.vvrfcff # 9^#STT ^9 9*9 9* 9?[99 # 9? | ft *#91# 
9f#9 fhfv #* 9#q399V vf#999, 1352 ( 1 9 5 2 9T lfl) % 
399V 399 *9T99 # VPT ft** V 19 9*f#* ; 

99: 99, 399 ##999 # VT*T 1 # 39VT** ( 4) SRT 
99V Vft9# 97 9#9 9*# ft* ##9 9*97* 399 ##999 % 
399-V 399 *9 199 ■*'* Via 9*# ^ I 

9? #F3V9* 3 1 9T9, 10 7 8 97 99V ^ 99# VF*# I 

[9 0 79o 35019 ( 7 S ) / 7 8 #0 trv*o H] 
99" 99" 9I6VT9T99, 39 vfV9 
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S.O. 1686 — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in 
relation to the establishment known as Messrs Polyformaling 
(Private) Limited, Banerji Road, Cochin- 18 Ernakulam 
Village, Kanayanoor Taluk, Ernakulam District, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be. deemed to have come into force 
on the thirty first day of March, 1978. 

[No. S. 35019(78) /78-PF.-II] 

S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Dy. Secy. 

New Delhi, the 26th May, 1978 

S.O. 1687. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No, 1, Bombay in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to late Shri Paul 
Abrao of M/s. Paul Abrao and Sons, Willingdon Island, 
Cochin and the Cochin Lighterage Corporation, Cochin on 
the one part, and their workmen on the other, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 24th May, 1978. 
BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL AT BOMBAY 
Reference No. CGIT 97 of 1964 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to Messrs. Paul Abrao of Paul 
Abrao and Sons and the Cochin Lighterage Corpo- 
ration, Cochin. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers. — (1) Shri Joseph Franklin, Advocate 
for M/s. Paul Abrao & Sons, Employer No. 1. 

(2) Shri B Martin Abrao for Cochin- — Lighterage Cor- 
poration, Employer No. 2. 

For the workmen— fl) Shri M. P. Mcnon, Advocate. 

(2) Shri K. R. B. Kaimal, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Port & Dock 

STATE : Kerala 

Bombay, the 15th May, 1978 
AWARD 

1. The Central Government in exercise of powers con- 
ferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 has referred the following dis- 
pute for adjudication by this Tribunal on 13-1 1-1964 : — - 

“THE SCHEDULE-I 

1. Whether the action of the employers, (1) Shri Paul 

Abrao of M/’s. Paul Abrao & Sons, Cochin and 
(2) the Cochin Lighterage Corporation, Cochin- 1 , 
is not providing work for the workmen specified 
in Schedule n who were engaged in floating craft 
prior to and as on 1st June 1962 or thereafter, 
is justified 7 

2. If not, to what relief are the workmen entitled and 

from which of the two employers ?” 

2. By its written statement dated 16-12-1964 the Cochin 
Lighterage Corporation contended that Shri B. Paul Abrao 
had been carrying on the business of stevedoring, shipping, 
clearing, forwarding etc. for the past so many years. The 
business was being carried on by him in his individual capa- 
city and as a proprietor of the firm M/s. Paul Abrao & Sons. 
The workmen named in Schedule II to the Order of Reference 
were employed in the floating crafts Belonging to him. Shri 
Paul Abrao employed some of his brothers and relatives 
in his business, In 1962 he took initiative to form the 
Cochin Lighterage Corporation. The Idea was to create 
a separate establishment for the administration of work re- 
lating to the floating crafts. The Corporation wa s intended 
to he onlv an internal arrangement between Shri Paul Abrao 
end his brothers. The Cochin Lighterage Corporation was 
formed as a partnership with five partners all of whom 
were closelv related to Shri Paul Abrao, The paitnership 
had no capital and the Corporation did not invest any fresh 
capital. The floating crafts and the business relating thereto 
continued to be managed and controlled by Shri Paul Abrao 


As a part of the internal arrangement, it was agreed that 
tlie floating crafts would stand transferred to the Cochin 
Lighterage Corporation for a consideration of Rs. 1,75,000 
No consideration, however, was paid by the Corporation to 
Shrt Paul-Abrao. The internal arrangement was only au 
attempt to reduce incidence of taxation and in no way in- 
tended to affect the employer-employee relationship that 
existed between Shri Paul Abrao and the workmen. In 
fact, the floating crafts are still registered with the Cochin 
Port in the name of Shri Paul Abrao and hi 3 son. The 
workmen named in Schedule H were employed by Shri 
Paul Abrao of M/s. Paul Abrao & Sons before 1-6-1962. 
Even after 1-6-1962, they were employed as such till a 
situation arose whereunder it was found not possible to give 
continued employment to them. The contract that Shri 
Paul Abrao had with the Southern Railway for discharge of 
coal came to an end in April, 1964, The opening of the 
four berths also resulted in considerable fall in the shipping 
and landing business of Shri Paul Abrao. This effected 
Ihe business and made it Impossible for the Lighterage Cor- 
poration to have any independent existence. The Corpo- 
ration has practically ceased to function and it does not en- 
gage in any business and even the partners are now un- 
employed. 

3. Shri Paul Abrao (who is since dead), by hi s written 
statement dated 23-12-1964, contended that the workers 
whose names are specified in Schedule No. II to the Order 
of Reference were not his workmen end that there was no 
employer-employee relationship with them. They were em- 
pioyed by the Cochin Lighterage Corporation in boats and 
other floating crafts belonging to them. In the. year 1962 
he had sold and transferred to the Cochin Lighterage Cor- 
portation, the boats and other floating crafts as a going con- 
'■‘* rn rl ■ Utodwill, and the entire business in respect there- 
C.t. Shri Paul Abrao and absolutely no interest, right of 
control in the business or affairs of the Corporation. The 
Cochin Lighterage Corporation is a firm of partnership bet- 
'It en ,0 . m * of tho Mothers and other relatives and Shri Paul 
Abrao had no control or interest in the partnership or in 
its business or undertakings. His further contention was 
I hat the Corporation had been mismanaging its business and 
consequently was unable to operate its boats and provide 
employment to the workmen. Disputes arose between th« 
Corporation and the workmen and settlements were arrived 
at between them. Even thereafter the Corporation failed (o 
provide work and the workmen and the Employees’ Union 
resorted to direct action and other measures against them 

Corporation and the Office bearers of Unions represen- 
tmg the workmen are said to have been in collusion to put 
forward the false claim that the Cochin Lighterage Corpo- 
iJtion and its business belong to Shri Paul Abrao and that 
he was the employer of the workmen. 

4. The two Labour Unions have also filed their written 
sta * c ") en ^ They are 'he Cochm Port Cargo Labour Union 
and the Cochin Thuramugha Thozhilali Union. Bv its written 
statement the Cochin Port Cargo Labour Union has in subs- 

°f T . e L j8hterage Corporation. It 
has further stated that the Union always treated the Corpo- 
ration as an Agent of Shri Paul Abrao and that there is 
collusion between them with a view defeat the claim of 

£Lr rl T n T? n - d t0 a r d taxes - The Nation of collusion 
between the Union and the Corporation is said to be false 

and made with a motive of shirking the responsibility to- 

Mo W T kmen xr ? IR . ?° ntended ‘hat the Employer 

No. 1 & Employer No 2 might have fallen out for reasons 
known to them, but neither the conspiracy nor the squabbles 
between the conspirators can defeat the legitimate rights of 
tile worJtman, 

5. The Secretary, the Cochin Thuramugha Thozhilali Union 
Abrao & Wnttcn sl(,tement supporting the case of Shri Paul 

6. On the death of Shri Paul Abrao, his heirs and legal 

^ PreS !?l Bt,VCS Were lmDleaded M Parties and they adopted 
the written statement dated 23-12-1964 filed by Shri Paul 
Abrao. 

7. By his rejoinder, Shri B. Paul Abrao has denied that 
there was an arrangement for creation of the Cochin I ighter- 
age Corporation for the day to day management of floating 
crafts. The floating crafts were sold to the Corporation and 
he ownership m the crafts vested in them absolutely and 
that want of chango of registration of the floating "crafts 
consequent on sale did not affect their ownership. 

8. The parties raised the question of res judicata and 
estoppel and this was heard and disposed of in October 
lybtf. Against this there was a writ petition in the Kerala 



■irP— 


[wr U — sci J(ji)] 


*IITT TT ■ 5J5 10, 197a/^' *5 20 , 19 00 


1579 


High Court and from the Judgement ol a (jinglr judge o£ the 
Kerala High Conn the in, liter was taken before the Division 
Bench and it u as decided in August, 1973. The plea ol 
res judientn arose under the following circuinsttmce. .Alter 
the Sale Deed of 1-10-1962 (the date of execution is 
1-10-1962, sale having taken eftect Iroin 1-6-1962), the vvoik- 
mcn ceased to he the employees of Paul Abiao and of the 
firm M/s. Paul Abiao & Sons and had become exclusively 
the woikmen of the Corporation. Some disputes arose fiom 
the kind of stand taken by Shi i Paul Abruo and M/s. Paul 
Abiao and Sons which gave rise to sathyagraha in lront of 
the business house of M/s. Paul Abruo and Sons which re- 
sulted in the institution of two suits, O.S. No. 27 of 1964 
ol the Sub-Court, Cochin and O.S. No. 55 of 1964 of the 
Sub-Couit, Li nakulam. A specific issue was raised vvhethei 
theie was any employer-employee relationship between the 
Corporation and the workmen on the one hand and Shri Paul 
Abiao of M/s. Paul Abrao & Sons on the other. The issue 
in both the suits wcie decided against the workmen. The 
Tribunal decided that the Reference was not barred by the 
rules of res judicata. 'Ihc question of estoppel was raised 
on the basis oE a Conciliation Settlement dated 29-1-1964 
between the Cochin Lighterage Corporation and the Cochin 
Port Cargo Labour Union tegarding the non-employment c>t 
lindals and cicw of lightcis and bulges. ft was contended 
that the Settlement wu-. binding upon the Union and the 
Union was not entitled lo agitate the question against the 
employer, late Shri Paul Abiao. The Tribunal held that the 
Settlement would be u piece of evidence and not operate as 
tin estoppel. In the vuit petition finding of the Tribunal on 
the question of tes judicata was challenged and the learned 
Single Judge, who heard the matter, upheld the plea of res 
judicata. Against this decision theie was an appeal to the 
Division Bench and the Division Bench set aside the judge- 
ment under appeal. The above gives the previous history of 
the ptesent Releience. 

9. The Cochin Lighterage Corporation was formed by 
means of a Rcgisteicd Pnrtneiship Deed dated 1-6-1962, a 
copy of which has been produced and is marked as Lxt. I 9. 
Formation of such a Corporation is admitted in the written 
statement filed by the Corporation, but it is contended there 
that the initiative had been taken by Shri Paul Abrao and 
that it was meant to be only an internal arrangement bet- 
ween him and his brothers w ho were assisting him in his 
business Fxt. F-2/25 dated 17-2-1962. Ext. E-2/53 dated 
22-6-1963, Ext. 1-2 54 dated 8-7-1963 & Fxt E-2/55 dated 
26-8-1963 are the coriespondcnces tegarding payment of hills 
to lawyers for drawing up Ihe partnership deed and its regis- 
tration, Some of them wcic fot warded directly to the Cochin 
lighterage Corporation and some were sent to Shi i Paul 
Abrao who had sent them on lo Cochin Lighterage Cotpo- 
tation for payment and settlement of the dues. The docu- 
ment cleat ly states that the business of partnership would 
be aequiic the cargo boats, bajges and lugs from the owners 
thereof and lo cairy on the business of transport of goods 
by water and other incidental and consequenlita! business. 
There is nothing to lend credence to the recital in the written 
statement that formation of this partnership deed was on 
the initiative of Shii Paul Abiao and for the propose indi- 
cated therein; rathei the correspondence refeircd to above 
indicates that the payment was to be made by Ihc Cochin 
Lighterage Corporation and not bv Shri Paul rAbrao. No 
doubt, in Ext. F-2 / 2 dated 26-3-1963 mention has been made 
that the Corporation was an internal arrangement for per- 
formance of landing and shipping work and that it was a 
department of Shri Paul Abiao. The documents discussed 
below will indicate that this was mentioned in a loose 
manner and business bad been carried on independently by the 
Corporation and that Shri H. Paul Abrao, being the bead of 
the family, used to supervise, and guide them from time to 
t'me. 

10. Front the letlei dated 4-3-1963 (Fxt. E-2/1) it appears 
that Shri B. Paul Abiao had got his telephone number 4171 
transferred to the Corporation for theii work, payment of 
which was made by the Corporation itself. This also indie ites 
a separate identity of the Corporation. In view of paucity 
of telephones and the difficulty in getting its connections 
quickly, there is nothing improbable that Shri B. Paul Abrao 
should part with one of his telephones in favour of his rela- 
tions. who formed the Corporation. 

11. The indenture dated 1-10-1962 (Ext F-10) shows the 
sale of boats, baigcs, tugs etc. The vendor is Shri R. Paul 
Abrao and the vendees are the partners of the Cochin I ighter- 
nee Corporation. The consideration for this transaction was 
Rs. 1,75,000 which was lo be paid in 117 monthly instal- 
ments. The pavment was to commence from 1-6-1962 and 
'll 6 GofI/78— 6. 


the. possession of 45 boats, barge; arid tugs was delivered to 
the C orporation with effect from 1-6-1962. It has been men- 
tioned that out of these 45 boats, baigcs and digs three boats 
were on monthly hire to M/s. kaniampuram Brothers and it 
was agreed that they will be taken back by the Vendor and 
entrusted lo the Purchase! s within a short period and that all 
lent amount received from M/,s. Kaniampuram Brothers 
will be ci edited to the puichasei’s account. Further 
stipulation vvas that the purchaser shall take 
into their service all tmdals, serangs, drivers, lascars and 
otheis in the employment of the Vendor in respect of the cargo 
coats, barges and lugs without break in service. It will be 
noticed that the above terras and conditions of service were 
not, in any way, less favourable to the employees than 
those applicable to them before 1-6-1962. 11 seems that the 

purchasers had no money with them and Shii B. Paul Abrao 
gave them an initial advance of Rs. 10,000/- to commence 
the work. Enclosure to Ext. E-2/I8 dated 14-6-1962 is 
the promissory note which ihe Corporation had executed and 
which alter re-payment, was returned. 1-xts E-2/56 dated 
9-7-1962, E-2/57 dated 10-7-1962 and E-2/58 dated 10-7-1962 
show that aller execution of the sale deed, a separate account 
was opened by the Cochin Lighterage Corporation in the 
Chartered Bank, Cochin. That landing and shipping work 
was henceforth being done by the Cochin Lighterage Cor- 
poration will appear from Fxt. B-2/2 dated 26-3-1963 which 
was written by Shri B. Paul Abrao to the Traffic Manager. 
Port of Cochin. No doubt, mention has been made therein 
that it was being done as an internal arrangement, but men- 
tion of this fact_ is not of great consequence. It will be 
noticed that the licence still remained in the name of Shri 
Paul Abrao as the consideration of the sale deed had not 
been paid. That regular accounting used to be done between 
Shri B. Paul Abrao and the Cochin Lighterage Corporation 
will appear from Fxts. E-2 '71 daled 19-12-1962 & F-2/72 
dated 2 11-1962. 

12. It was with the Lighterage Corporation that the Cochin 
Port Cargo Labour Union, which is one of the parties in 
the Reference, through its General Secretary Shri T. M. 
A boo (WW-2) entered into settlement (vide Ext. E-l ) in 
a Conciliation proceeding on 29-1-1964. The Labour Union 
had raised the dispute regarding continued non-employment 
of tlndals & crew of lighters and barges of the Cochin 
Lighterage Corporation as a result of delay in the repairing 
of lighters and barges. In case the dispute was not nettled 
within 10 days the Union was to launch Satyagr.aha in front 
of the Corporation Office The settlement was arrived at on 
certain terms and this is a complete answer to the caao of the 
Union as also of the Corporation that it was Shri Paul who 
continued to be in-charge of the work and that the Lighterage 
Coiporation had nolbing to do with it. The terms of 
Settlement between the Cochin l ighterage Corporation and 
the workmen make no mention of Shri B. Paul Abtao This 
document ftitlher says that the Lnbom Union had full 
knowledge and notice that il was the Corporation which was 
in-charge of the work in question. Tt will be noticed that 
even the boat numbers of the Corporation ate mentioned in 
the Memorandum of Settlement, 

13. Then there is the Assessment Order dated 31-1-1968 
(Fxt. F-9) to show that Shri B. Paul Abrao was saddled with 
capital gains, taxes etc., thereby pointing to the reality of 
the sale transaction. 

14. There had been two civil suits also which throw light 
on the matter. It is those two civil suits on which the question 
of rcs-judicata was founded. They are not being referred to 
here on the question of res judicata, but for the fact that 
even in the past there was assertion of Shri B. Paul Abrao that 
he had no connection with the work of the Cochin Lighte- 
rage Corporation. Ext, E-6 dated 20-1-1966 is the Judgement 
oE the Subordinate Tudge of Cochin. In this Suit Shri B 
Paul Abrao prayed for an injunction to restrain the Cochin 
Port Cargo Labour Union and its General Secretary. Shri T. M. 
Aboo from picketing shouting slogans and staging demon- 
strations before hi* Office. Tt was clearly stated that the wor- 
kers were employed by the firm, the Cochin Lighterage Cor- 
poration, Cochin. Different issues were framed and the 
case was decided in favour of Shri B. Paul Abrao, and an 
injunction was granted against the defendants. Ext. E-7 
dated 16-11-1967 K another lodgement of the Subordinate 
Judge, Brnakulam, in respect of a similar prayer for future 
injunction. Tn this Suit also the plaintiff was Shri Paul 
Abrao and the defendents were the Cochin Port Cargo 

I abotir Union and its General Secretary, Shri T. M. Aboo. 
The Counsel for the defendents submitted before the Court 
that he had no instructions and the defendants, being absent, 
the Suit was decreed ex-parte. It was submitted before me 
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that the Union did not press the case before the Subordinate 
Judge because the present Reference had already been made. 

Be that as it may, these are legal proceedings in which Shn 
Paul Abrflo's contention has- been upheld. 

15. That the management, maintenance and up keep of the 
boats and appointment of tindals etc. had been transferred to 
the Cochin Lighterage Corporation was clearly stated by 
Shri B. Paul Abrao in his letter dated 2-3-1964 (Ext. E-2/19) 

10 the Deputy Conservator, Port of Cochin, This letter 
further says that the Corporation is not maintaining the 
boats properly for which they have been warned on a number 
of occasions and that any action which may be deemed 
fit to be taken for contravention of Harbour Ciaft Rules 
may be taken against the Cochin Lighterage Corporation 
and not against him. 

16. The indenture, a copy of which in marked F.xt. E-10 is 
unregistered. The case of Shri Paul Abrao is that the original 
is with the Cochin Lighterage Corporation which they have 
not produced. Nothing turns upon the question of the Sale 
Deed being unregistered. The boats, barges etc, were inten- 
ded to be transferred and these have been transferred, and 
rhey arc in the possession of the Cochin Lighterage Cor- 
poration. 

17. On the question of sale of boats etc. there is oral 
evidence of Shri B. Solomon Abrao, son of Shii II. Paul 
Abrao (.EW-2). He has spoken about the sale and has said 
that after 1-6-1962 they had no manner of control of posses- 
sion over the floating crafts transferred to the Cochin Lighter- 
age Corporation. His further evidence is that full considera- 
tion amount has not been paid nor any Suit has been filed for 
the realisation. The fact is that only 118 instalments were 
paid and thereafter there has been default. It was argued on 
behalf of the Union that had the transaction been Teal steps 
must have been taken for realization of the balance amount, 
No such Inference in the circumstances of the case can be 
drawn. For reasons already set out above the Corporation 
could not manage their work and the business was ultimately 
closed. In the circumstance if Shri Paul Abrao or his legal 
representatives found that no useful purpose would be served 
by filing a suit against the Cochin Lighterage Corporation 
for realisation of the balance of the consideration money, 
no adverse inference can be drawn against the validity of 
the transaction. 

18. The Labour Union and the Lighterage Corporation 
have relied on certain circumstances and documents to show 
that in fact there was no sale deed, the management and the 
floating crafts were not tranferred to the Cochin Lighterage 
Corporation and that the whole thing was a nominal tr. ins- 
action. The Cochin Lighterage Cororation has referred to 
Exts. E-2/71 & L 2/72 to snow that they had no funds. 
It is also the case of Employer No. I, Shri Paul Abrao, that 
the Lighterage Corporation had no initial funds and, in fact, 
I have already referred to the loan of Rs 10,000 given 
for the purpose. I have also referred to relevant documents 
on the point and shown how they help the Employer No. 1 
rr'her than the Corporation. Ext. E-2/34 is a letter dated 
12-7-1962 written by Shri Paul Abrao to Shri T. M. Aboo, 
f j e Union Secretary. In this personal letter Shri Paul Abrao 
had impressed upon Shri Aboo that if the workers had any 
grievance they should approach him directly instead of creat- 
ing any untoward situation. Reply of Shri Aboo to this 
letter is Ext, E-2/35 dated 17-10-1962 where he hits ex- 
pressed regret for what had happened in the past and re- 
quested Shri Paul Abrao to forget the same and help to 
start a fresh page in the employer-employee relationship. 
The argument on behalf of the Lighterage Corporation is 
that this shows that despite the execution of (he Indenture 
(Ext. E-10) the employer-employee relationship remained 
with Shri Paul Abrao and the workmen. There arc reasons 
why no such conclusion can be arrived at. After all Shri 
Paul Abrao was the head of the family and out of brotherly 
feelings tried to help his brothers to set up a business, and, 
therefore, guidance and general directions were continued to 
be given by Shri Paul Abrao (vide evidence of the Manager, 
Shri R. P. Mnon). It will be noticed that in fact the boats 
etc. were delivered to the Corporation only on 1-6-1962 and 
the work of the Corporation had Just started and if Shri Paul 
Abrao Intervened in the matter for the sake of his rela- 
tions who were partners of the Corporation and for the 
carrying out of which work of the Corporation he had ad- 
vanced a loan of Rs. 10,000 there is nothing surprising. 
That all this was done for the sake of the Corporation 


fellows from the fact that these letters have been produced 
from the custody of the Corporation. 

19. Alargc number of letters, e.g. Exts. £-2/7 dated 
28-7-1962, E-2/12 dated 17-7-1962, £-2/32 dated 26-7-1962, 
E-2/33 dated 26-7-1962 & E-2/47 dated 26-7-1962, have 
been produced to show that letters were written to Shri Paul 
Abrao for appointments of serungs, tindals etc. These 
letters, however, do not show that the appointments used to 
be done by Shri Paul Abrao or by his son. In fact, all 
these show that they were forwarded to the Corporation 
for doing the needful. There is clear evidence of Shri P. 
.Solomon Abrao (EW-2) in this regard. Production of these 
letters from the custody of the Corporation supports the case 
of the Employer No. 1 that although they had been leceived 
by Employer No. 1 they were forwarded to the Corporation 
for doing the needful. 

20. Similarly reference was made to letters Exts. E-2/48 

dated 3-10-1962, F.-2/49 dated 4-10-1962 E-2/51 dated 

6-9-1963 & E-2/52 dated 29-2-1964 to show that Madura 
Company Pvt. Ltd. and others used to correspond with Shri 
B. Paul Abrao in the matter of discharge of import cargo, 
landing charges etc. Some of these letters contained en- 
dorsement that ihcy were forwarded to the Cochin Lighterage 
Corporation for necessary action. Again production of these 
letters from the custody of the corporation lends support 
lo such an inference. It is quite likely that the Firms might 
not have been knowing of the transfer of the business in 
favour of the Corporation and, as such, they continued 
writing letters to Shri B. Paul Abrao. Ext. E-2/20 Is a 
letter dated 20-6-1962 written by the Union lo Shri B. Paul 
Abrao with a copy to the Conciliation Officer. It is in 
respect of demands of the lighter crews. It was stated 
therein that in case there was a failure to concede the 
demands within a short period direct action will be resorted 
to. Ext. F.-2/21 dated 29-6-1962 is a further letter to Em- 
ployer No. 1 iu this regard. In reply to these two letters 
Shri Paul Abrao sent a letter dated 6-7-1962 (Ext. E-2/22) 
Therein he suggested formation of a sub-committee to go 
into the matter. Evidence of the Manager, Shri R P. Menon, 
is that after 1-6-1962 Shri Paul Abrao used to hire bouts 
from the Cochin Lighterage Corporation, and carry on the 
work of shiping and landing cargo and that they had other 
work aho and since they were still interested in such a work, 
letter (Ext, E-2/22) was sent to the Union by Shri B. Paul 
Abrao. Again the demand was a general demand made to 
all the Roal Owners and Steamer Agents. This will appear 
from the Notice dated 30-6-1962 (Ext. E-2/40). The letters 
(Ext. E-2/41 & E-2/42) arc also connected with the 
demands. 


21. Reference was made to Exts. E-2/8, 9, 10, 12, 28 & 
29 which aro applications by Tindals directly to Shri Paul 
Abrao or to his son. The last four of them are of July, 
1962, Ext. E-2/9 is of September 1963 and the enciouMire to 
Ext. E-2/8 is of July, 1963, There is nothing to show that 
final order was passed upon them either by Shri Paul Abrao 
or by his son; rather by tho letter dated 3-7-1963 (Ext. 
E-2/8) Shri Paul Abrao forwarded the original Petition to 
the Corporation, Therefore, although the Tindals might 
have been making applications directly to the original owner, 
Shri Paul Abrao, he did not pass orders on them; rather 
forwarded them lo the Corporation for necessary action. 

22, Ext. E-2/39 is a letter dated 29-6-1962 from the 
Labour Union to Employer No. I to settle the matter of 
at rears of tinda] allowance. The letter show's that the 
arrears was of a time when Shri Paul Abrao also would 
have been liable to pay tho arrears. Production of this 
letter from the custody of the Corporation clearly indicates 
that both the Employer No. I & If were involved in the 
question of demand. 


23 These documents and circumstance were relied upon 
by the Cochin Lighterage Cororation in support of their 
case. 1 have shown above that none of them throws doubt 
on the genuineness of the transaction. 


xt. MUW 1 snail iiaxe up uie arguments put forward in 
support of the case of the Labour Union. Regarding the 
two Civil Suits it has been contended on behalf of the 
Union that the workers did not contest them since during 
that period the present Reference had been made But 
even thereafter the Secretary of the Union entered' into a 
Sett ement with the Corporation in the Conciliiation pro- 
ceedlng (vide Ext. E-l dated 29-1-1964). It was argued for 
the Labour Union that no intimation of transfer was given 
to the Deputy Conservator of the Port Trust. It might not 
have been at the relevant time, but information was cbnveged 
to him by means of a letter dated 2-3-1964 (Ext £-2/29) 
of which mention has been made above. Reference has 
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been made to the letter dated 4-7-1963 (Ext. E-2/62) by 
which Shri Paul Abrao was asked to remit the fine imme- 
diately for some offence committed by the Cargo Boat. 
The fine seems to have been remitted by Shri B. Paul Abrao 
by means of his letter dated 8-7-1963 with a copy to the 
Cochin Lighterage Corporation. It will be noticed that the 
licences still stood in the name of Shri B. Paul Abrao. 
Therefore, in respect of the matters connected with the 
Port Authorities Shri Paul Abrao continued to comply with 
their orders, but later debited the amounts in the accounts 
of the Lighterage Corporation. 1 have already spoken ot 
the letters that were forwarded to the Corporation and 
another direct letter in llhis regard Ls Ext. E-2|4 dated 
1 3-9-1963 and its enclosure. The letters dated 4-7-1963 & 
S-7-1963 (Ext, E-2/62 collection) are to the same effect. 
Ext. E-2/8 is a letter dated 3-7-1963 forwarding a Petition 
in original by Shri Paul Abrao to the Corporation. On a 
similar point is the letter dated 1-2-1963 (Ext. E-2/17), 
which was forwarded to the Corporation by the Employer 
No. 1 Shri T. M. Aboo, General Secretary of the Cochin 
Port Cargo Labour Union, has examined himself and he 
has admitted the Settlement dated 29-1-1964 (Ext. E-l). It 
is not understandable how in view of this Settlement, which 
ho had entered into with the Corporation, he can be heard 
to say that the deal with the Corportaion was not a real one. 
In his eidence Shri Aboo said that after 1-6-1962 he had 
entered into settlement with Shri B. Paul Abrao regarding 
wages of workmen and that be can produce some of the 
settlements which he had made with him. He was specifi- 
cally asked to produce them by means of an affidavit dated 
5-10-1977 filed on behalf of the employer No. I, but none 
was produced. 

25. From the facts and circumstances set out above, I 
feel satisfied that the ownership and management of the 
undertaking which once was held by M/s. B. Paul Abrao 
& Sons was transferred to the Cochin Lighterage Corporation 
and that the workers had notice of transfer throguh the 
Unions. As there was no interruption on the services of the 
workmen and terms and conditions of service of the work- 
men continued to be the same the Lighterage Corporation 
was liable for retrenchment compensation etc. legally pay- 
able to the workmen. 

26. The learned Counsel on behalf of the parties made 
some submission on the question whether the workers sped 
fied in Schedule If of the Order of Reference were engaged 
in floating crafts prior to and as on 1-6-1962 or thereafter. 
The case of the Cochin Lighterage Corporation is that the 
workmen named in Schedule 11 of the Order of Reference 
were employed by Shri Paul Abrao before 1-6-1962 ana 
that even after that date they were being employed as such 
till a situation arose whereunder it was found that it was 
not possible to give continued employment to them. In the 
written statement filed by Shri Paul Abrao, no clear cut plea 
on the point has been disclosed. What is slated therein is 
that the persons whose names appear in Schedule II are 
the workmen of the Cochin Lighterage Corporation who 
alone arc employers of the said workmen. There is no 
denial that they were not employed by Shri Paul Abrao. A re- 
joinder was also filed by Shri Paul Abrao and even therein 
there is nothing to _ clearly indicate this. In its written 
statement, the Cochin Port Cargo Labour Union says that 
the workmen mentioned in Schedule II of the Order of 
Reference were employed by Shri Paul Abrao. One of 
the workmen. Shri T. M. Mohammed fWW-l), was 
examined in this regard. Ho has stated that he commenced 
his service in 1948 and was appointed by Shri Paul Abrao and 
that in the list some workers who are shown as having 
entered service after 1962 arc having service prior to 1962. 
Shri T. M. Mohammed has deposed that they are shown 
as employed after 1962 because they were working in the 
crew of their ship shown against their vessels. From the 
materials on record it is clear that the workers who were 
in service prior to and as on 1-6-1962, were employed by 
Shri Paul Abrao. Tt was submitted on behalf of the Cochin 
Port Cargo Labour Union that a definite finding as to which 
of persons were employed prior to 1-6-1962 and on or after 
that date will he decided in a proceeding under Section 33C(2) 
of the Act. 

27. Regarding the question whether the undertaking has 
been closed down or not, the case of Shri Paul Abrao is that 
the Cochin T iehternce Corporation and its Management were 
unable to opei.ne their boats and to provide employment io 
the workmen emploved therein. In iis written statement tin- 
T ighlrrogr Corporation has admitted that lire workmen named 
in Schedule T1 were employed bv Shri B. Paul Abrao before 
1-6-1962 and even after 1-6-1962 they were being employed 


till such a situation arose wherein it was not possible to 
give continued employment ito them The contract with. 
Shri B. Paul Abrao bad come to an end in April, 1964 and 
there was considerable full in shipping and landing business 
with the opening of four berths. The Corporation had no 
other business where the floating crafts could be usefully 
employed. Thus the crafts became idle and workmen could 
not be employed, it is clear case thaL the Corporation is 
practically not functioning. The case of the Cochin Port 
Cargo Labour Union is that the workmen were kept unemp- 
loyed deliberately by purposely keeping the boats in dock with- 
out attending to repairs wilh the sole intention of depriving 
their wages. Shri P. Solomon Abrao (EYV-2) has been ex- 
amined on behalf of Employer No. 1. He has deposed that 
whatever has been stated in pleadings on his behalf arc correct. 
Evidence of Shri T. M. Aboo (WW- 2) is that most of the 
lighters arc dilapidated at present and that none of them is 
in use since 1964. There is no controversy between the 
parlies on this part of Ihe case. Also there is no pletl on 
behalf of any party that the undertaking was closed down 
on account of unavoidable circumstances beyond the control 
of the employer. It is also clear that the service of the 
workmen was not interrupted by sale in favour of the Lighter- 
age Corporation. 

28. Regard being had to the above discussion, my finding 
is that it is a case which is covered by Sections 25EFF 
road with Section 25F of the industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
and the workmen are entitled to the relief from Ihe Cochin 
Lighterage Corporation. 

29. In the result, my award is that action of the Cochin 
Lighterage Corporation in not providing work to ihe work- 
men specified in Schedule No. 11 to the Order of Reference 
is not justified and that they arc entitled to relief from the 
Cochin Lighterage Corporation. 

30. Reference is answered accordingly. 

J. NARATN, Presiding Officer. 

[No. 28/60/64-LR. IV /D. lV(A)Pt.] 
NAND LAL, Desk Officer 

S.O. 1688 — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) tbo Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Bangalore in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of Vijaya 
Bank Ltd,, Bangalore and their workmen over transfer of 
S /Shri H. Chandrashekar and others which was received by 
the Central Government on the 20-5-78. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL IN KARNA- 
TAKA. BANGALORE 
Dated 28th April, 1978 
Reference No. 8 of 1976 (Central) 

I PARTY : n PARTY. 

The workmen of Vijaya Bank Limited represented by the 
President, Vijaya Bank Staff Union, No. 471, 1st 
Stage, Indira Nagar, Bangalore-560038. 

— 1 Vs— 

The Management of Vijaya Bank Ltd, by its Chairman, 
No. 2 Residency Road, Bangalore. 

APPEARANCES 

For the I Party : Sri K, Subba Rao, Advocate, Bangalore. 

For ihe IT Party : Sri K. I. Shetty, Advocate, Bangalore. 

ORDER OF REFERENCE 

(Government Order No. L-12011/41/76-D. II. A. dated 
29th September 1976). 

AWARD 

As per Government Order No. L-12011 /41/76-D. H, A. 
dated 29lh September, 1976 issued in exercise of its powers 
conferred by Section 7A and Clause (d) of Sub-Section (1) 
of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central 
Government has referred the following dispute for adjudication 
to this Tribunal : — 

“Whether the action of the management of Vijaya Bank 
Limited Bangalore in transferring S/Shri H. 

' Chandrashekar, K. Vasantb Shetty, Rajiv Shetty, 
M. Dinakar Rai, Sadashiv Shetty, Sudhir Naik and 



1 582 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JUNE 10, 1978/JYAISTHA 20, I9Q0 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)l 


Subhash Chandra Shetty amounts to victimisation ? 
If so, to what relief are the said workmen entitled ?” 


2. The I Party states as follows - 

With a view to safeguard their interests and to inipiove their 
service conditions, the employees of the II Party formally 
met to form the Union on 2-5-1976. In the meanwhile, 
some of the employees, who weie in the good books of the 
II Party’s chairman, disclosed to the management about the 
decision to form the Vijaya Bank Stall Union by the T Party, 
When the Chairman came to know about the workmen who 
took the leading part in forming the Union, he took im- 
mediate steps to transfer 3 of them, Their transfer was 
done with a view to terrorise and to create fear among the 
other employees. Subsequently, the II Party has transferred 
the employees mentioned in the Order of Reference to various 
places as a measure of victimisation. The transfer orders 
ure clearly illegal and are liable to be set aside. The T Party 
prays that the transfers may be declared as illegal and as 
amounting to victimisation and that the I Party-workmen may 
be granted all the consequential benefits including halting 
allowance and other benefits. 

3. The IT Party has stated as follows : — 


B. Sadashiva Shetty was confirmed on 2-6-1976. During 
his tiaining, he was attached to the Residency Road Branch. 
After nearly a year, he was tianslerred to Maskal Btanch 
to extend the II Party’s Banking activities. During his 
training period, Sudhiv Vlthob Naik was posted to the Ad- 
ministrative Office on 2-11-1974 and then, he was tians- 
fened to Calcutta Branch on 13-12-1974 Theicafter, he 
was transferred to K. G Road Branch on 16-6-1975. After 
the opening of the Mundaje Branch to implement the Govern- 
ment Policy to take the Banking Facilities and Rural Credit 
to the Villages, the II Party found it expedient to transfer 
him to Mundaje Branch with effect from 5-I-I976, 

Subhaschandj a Shetty H. joined service as a clerk on 
1-12-1973 and was confirmed on 1-9-1974. During his train- 
ing period, he was posted at Dajibanpeth, Hubli, and after 
nearly 2-1/2 years, he was transferred to Ongole Branch. AH 
these transfers were effected in the regular course of II 
Party’s business, The power of transfer is purely a managerial 
function. Unless there is a specific rule prohibiting the 
transfer from one branch to another, the legality and propriety 
of the transfers made in the course of regular business and in 
exercise of the II Party’s managerial function cannot be 
challenged. The mere plea of the -workman that their trans- 
fers were due to Trade Union activities is untenable. The 
reference is liable to be rejected with costs, 


ft, Vasantha Shetty joined service as a trainee and was 
confirmed on 4-3-1974. He continued to work in the Kempe 
Gowda Road Branch till 5-7-1976. when he was transferred 
to the Hulgui Branch. His transfer, after nearly 3 years' of 
service, is m the usual cottise of business due to exigencies 
of work and was effected in the bona fide exercise of the 
II Party’s powers. He also did not have a clean record of 
service. There was a Police report against him in Clime 
No, 36 of 1 976 under Sections 143, 148 and 324 of the Indian 
Penal Code In spite of tills report, the IT Patty with a view’ 
to give a chance to the workman to improve his prospects 
engaged him as a piobationery Clerk, After he was trans- 
ferred to Hulgur Branch, he applied for leave on medical 
grounds without mentioning the number of days of leave 
sought for. Subsequently, he produced the Medical Certifi- 
cate from a private Medical Practitioner for the period from 
14-7-76 to 31-7-1976. Blit his absence for the period from 
6-7-1976 to 13-7-1976 was not covered by any such certifi- 
cate. Jrt order to establish the bona tides of his absence, he 
was asked to get himself examined by the II Party’s Doctor, 
Dr. Janardhan. But the workman did not appear before 
Dr. Janardhan. His absence from 6-7-1976 to 13-7-1976 is 
unauthorised. He does not have a clean record of service. 
His plea lhat his transfer was due to Union activities is 
clearly untenable. 


B. Rajeeva Shetty joined service as a Trainee on 2-1-1974 
and was confirmed on 2-10-1994, After a lapse of 2 1,2 years, 
during which period he was wot king in the Residency Branch, 
and Mayo Hall Branch, he was transferred to Kuthalagcrc 
Branch. 

M. Dinkar Rai joined service on 2-5-1975 and was confirm- 
ed on 2-2-1976. During his training he was working in the 
K. G. Road Branch. After confirmation, he was transferred 
to Puttur on 8-3-1976. On 28-7-1976, he was tiansferred to 
Chanchadi Branch which was newly opened in 1973 as his 
services were required there. 


4, On 24-4-1978, the T Party who was represented by its 
Counsel and the II Party who was repiesented by its Counsel’s 
proxy requested that the case fixed for 3-5-78 may be advan- 
ced When the case was so taken up, both the parties filed a 
Joint Memo stating that they have settled their dispute out 
<4 court and that, as such, the I Party does not press the 
adjudication of the points of dispute referred. They also 
piayed that an Awtud may ho pasted accordingly. 

5, In Ihe light of the Toint Memo filed an Award is passed 
holding that ns the dispute has been settled out of court, the 
reference does not survive and that the reFctence be re- 
jected accordingly. 


(Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him and 
corrected by me) . 


28-4-78 

F. I,. F, ATyVARES. Presiding Officer 
IF. No. L-12011/41/76-D. IT. A] 
R. P. NARULA. Under Secy. 

Tf Puri), J 0 , 19 78 

fiTe WTe 1889- — '4TT: ffTT I K T) ng STffntT ?Dr ft fip 

At, RtHf (■ji) tjesf-u wftr s jper s^tr, nftt, 

mr«-i fmr Tun rim vft ft nrarr ttpet «fr imn? ffirfrirw 
riVt TntNTfrrfT 5ft *3wrr r*r ttt tv rtipn ftr nf ft fitr^rmfr 

4frq- faft r ttV ;r^!7f Ttppir ju) 

% 3 TT XritTH 4 T rirtf TrfftrA 1 
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?tt m, wt b ftifmm "pr trm 1 tt iwrt ( 1) cm 

TPT TTfimi TT ttqPT T 7 T ? rT T^pr mrft 7 tr STfafamT T 
TPON ^ipi TJFM TT PTF COT ? I 

Xtf-TTTT! t I -Tpr-pf I 4 7 7 TT 5PJ?T BRITr TffTq^T I 

O "Po Tsllis(sj/77'fr°t”t:o 11] 

New Delhi, the 3()Lh Mai 1978 

SO. 1689 —Whereas it appears 10 the Ctntul Government 
that l he cmployei and the majority of the employees in icla 
lion to the establishment Known as Messrs Sheth 1 ngineers, 
49 Satvodavi lndtistnal Estate MahaKuh ( aves Koatl, 
Andhert (East), Hombaj-91 including its branch at 8 Hamam 
Street, Fort, Bombuv-1, have agreed that the provisions of 
the Employees Provident E timls and Miscellaneous Piovi 
stuns Act, 1952 T19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment , 

Now thcrefoie in exeicise of the powcis confeiievl by sub 
section (4) ot section I of the said Act the Central Go ein 
merit hereby applies, the provisions of the said Ac to the 
said establishment 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into fotce 
on the thirty first day of Jammy, 1977 

[No S 35018(81/78 PE llj 

fttoWTo 1690. — HIT T#fRT *PTIT TT W TTTT ?PTT f fT 
TT'T’T To” V’TfcffTT 5 ?ft T (,, Trent ? 7 

tt wpt>f4Jt' TTTfcprT t 15 ^ fafiphr, *r*mf, tw, firm tt*ttt 
fjPT*T ompfCTT fafeTT 1 10 TJPTtTTT WT 7 #" TTT, f'F'TPT, 
thr# 4 f 7 Trt mpth Tjrmrr Tfarfar & tptt ptht # urr? 
faq^T Pr> TtTTTf 7 TT TT TfT’OTT TT TPT T 7 TtTUT fT ijf ? 
fT Tri'TRf ofT^T r Tf-J xft 7 TTiTl TTTT nfafatHT I9s2 
(19 5 2 TT 14) C TWtT TTT rTtTT TT TT<T fTT TPT TTffT 

XPT TT 3 T, ?TT TTfErfarpr Tt UN 1 TT TTHTn (4) 3 TT 
SFr tpt nthmi tt sttpt t^t |tt t^pt txtf ttt TTf'jfrtPT 

T TWIT TTT wtm Tt TPl *tmf| ff | 

tr? ’TfcpTTTT 1 *m, 197 1 Tt S'?' 3 ! g£ TUSTt TfRift I 
[5o PTTo- tsUl S( 1 t ) / 7 S M ornj-,0 II] 

S.O. 1690,— Whueas n appe irs to the Centlal Govcinnicnt 
that the employu anvl the majoitly ol the employees in icla- 
lion to the establishment Known as Messts ‘K K " Industrial 
Instruments, Plot bo 5 & 6 , lawahai Cooperative Jndustud 
Estate Limited. Kuniothe P trivel District Kolaba including its 
branch at Gotdhtmdas Buildine 130, Juvannath STutnkaisclh 
Road Girgaon, Bombay 4, have agreed that the piovisiom ot 
tbo Employees’ Provident rund'i and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 'o (he 
said establishment , 

Now, Iherefoie in exeicise of the powers confened bv sub 
section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central Govern 
mem heicby applies the provisions of the said Act to the 
said establishment. 

'this notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the fust day of A pi il. 1974 

[No S 350l8(13)/78 PI III 
TTToWto 1 6 9 1 . — m TPTTT Tt T? tttftT TfiTT £ fT TT# 

rnwr rmr fr° te 5 , upuf-i 

TTTT r*rm T TTTS fTTTTT sfN TUTtWr TT HT^TTTr TT TTT 
TT T7TT ?! •# TTTrff t[#ct fafa XtV TT## tTWET 

TTf-TfTTT , I'I5 > ( i 1 5 2 TT tv] V RTT T TH NIM TT TTfi 
f 1 (I T 


WT m TTT TTftTfTtPT TT Ttm 1 Tl TT9TTT ( l) SPT 
mt TfTTTT TT TTPT T^T ^ TTftT T" J 'TT?' TTT TftrfTTT T 
TPtr ; J 3TT TTFET TT 5TT‘T TTTT % I 

T7 TftFRTT Til TUT, 1 477 TT tt^TT TTTTifl TTRiff I 

[vmfHain] TO ) ^7 S TT etnp o II ( I ) | 

S.O 1691.- Wh icas it nppeata to the Centinl Government 
that the employe! and the maionty ot the employees in i ela- 
tion to the establishment known as Messrs Alco Company 
I muted Rahimtoo'a House, Homji Street, Fort, Bonibay-i, 
have ngiced that the piovisions ol the Employees’ Piovidem 
f unds and Miscellaneous Piovisions Act, 1952 f 19 o£ 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment , 

Now Iherefoie, in cxeicise of the powers contLried by 
subsection (4) ot section I of the said Act, the Centinl 
Government hereby applies the piovisions of the said Act 
to the stud establishment 

This notilication shall be deemed to have conic into fotce 
on the thirtieth day of June 1977 

[No S 35018/30/78-PE I[(i)J 

TroSTfa 19 6 2 — T stu TWIT TTfrpfT frftr TTN sprffirf 

TWJ ttfslfTmT, 1 952 ( 1 4 5 2 TT 19 ) Tt HTTR 6 T 5 r«nT 

qv^T sra irtfiptlft tt TTET TT# tjrr, TMTT fTTT # 

TTTTNT TIT TTT T TTSTPi; .TO 7JH, 1977 Tt #TT# 

TWfr fTfJTST TflTTTTT 8T7T, ?PT7ft tflT, 35!?, qr^f- 1 TPTT 
NIT! T! TTT iW^T T TTHT-T! t fTT f-Tf^fV? T 7 #! t I 
[ifo rnfa- TSOI h( JO) /7 s #t° m F cs -I I ( u )] 

S.O. 1692 — In exercise of the powers confeircd by the first 
pioviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Centiol 
Government, aftci making necessaiy enquny inlo the mater, 
hereby specifies with effect Uom the thntieth day of tunc, 
1977 the establishment known as Messrs Alco Company 
1 united, Rahimtoola House, Homji Street, Foil, Boinhny-l, 
foi ihe pin poses of the sntcl pioviso 

[No S 35018/30/7K-PF il(d)l 

Tto3Tlo 169 3— TTT tNTtT TNTTT Tt ITT STTIT |tT!T f fT 
#TTT xvspft |fTtl nvy VT*?#? (UTVIT) fTPniT, tntTKT fTTPT 

Tfun, ifiTt, tptt T mrrr fT#iMT xit-r qrtnnfxTiT qff 
trsHTTZlt ItH ^1T rp- TT^PT ?t 6# ^ fT TWll afTT fqftl 
XlV TTiil TJTTpR XlfafTTPT, 19 52 ( 1 9 s 2 TT 19) «fl TT^Rt 
TWT aim T! TIT fTT 311# 

51'T XtT, TTT XtfdfTET Tr TIP 1 Tr TTOPT ( 4 ) 5T 7 I 
TTTT stfTTql Tl TMT TP T-TR TTTT 7 TTT TlfyfVTPTT T 

mn r <rm ti ptej t 77 # $ i 

W XTftpJTTT 1 XITJTT 1971 , pf t^tT jf riTtfl TUqip I 
[ift, mpi-J5ins( Tl)/ 7 ts-'flc-mp 0-lJ] 

SO 1693.— Whereas it appeals 1o the Central Government 
that the employer and the majonly ot the employees in rela- 
tion to the establishment known as Messts Rajant hading 
and Investment (Puvate) Limited, Damodar Niwas Pnniim. 
Goa, have agteed that the ptovijions of the pmployces’ Pto 
vrdcnl Funds anti Miscellaneous Provisions Act 1952 tl9 
ol 1952), should be made applicable to the said establish- 
ment , 

Now, therefore in exercise ot the powers conleiicd hv 
subsection (4) ol section 1 uL the stud Act, the Centinl 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into loice 
9 Ihe Inst diy of (Tetobei 1976 

INo b 35018(31 ) /7ft PI II] 
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Wo Wo 16 94 : xl-Sk usAis. ft ^ JRftcT gEn ^ fa 
4o fatirfaifWT ffaiTWT iffffarfkr (trw?) fafafa, toft 
rrr fafcwr, 1 7-fartffw vnfwr far, fawfr, tott ??m it 
msra Pnfts pp wk sgifarfkfr ft ifmr nr arm it ubwt 
Bt t£ | fa wfakf 'trfaw fafa wk tfafa wfafamt, 

1952 (l952 W 19) % r3WW Wtm W tTPjj faw wf 

wf^t; 

stw wr, taw «tftiPm ft mtr i ft sttrra ( 4 ) tot 
h^tt ntfarrft w jptPt 'ukr fafrr ttwr TW *tfafabW f 
ws tot wtm ft wpt tRfr | 1 

TtfagTOT 1 wfa, 1 976 ft 8^ UWfft irrw I 
fao T7rro-35019( 22)/78 J Worn?io II] 

S.O. 1694. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in rela- 
tion to the establishment known as Messrs Chemprojeets 
Design and Engineering (Private) Limited, Gopal Deep Build- 
ing, 17-Panch Shed Shopping Centre, New Delhi, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confened by sub- 
section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to the 
said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the fust day of April, 1976, 

IS. 35019(22) /76-PF. 11] 

Wo wo 1695.— tmrrc ft t* Jtffa Bkr | fa 
fafa TKt wy mw, fffafr? mww frfafk 

fawT, dW+i' PWM Tt 1W4' fdMfaA 4I*K W*? 1 *! i Ta*A *pV BIJtiVIT 

W arrcr 97 ttBwr ft £ fa ipfsrkt vrfaw fkfer sfk trffa 
to srfafatw, 1952 ( 1952 W is) f ttt ?«rm ft 

M I J J fa 4 M||>1 wftfa ; 

wr war, ?tfaffatw ft tot 1 fr ^tot ( 4 ) tot 
surer nrfawf w sptpt |p wwk Ffsrbm f 

TPFFtJ fafPFT ft WET T 1 fal I 

Jff FftPJWTT 3 1 Flf, 19 7 8 ft TffT ijf ttwtrt WT^nT I 

[4° trif o-35t)19(4 6 ) / 7 8-rfl" ot^a-U] 

S.O. 1695.—' Whereus it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in rela- 
tion to the establishment known as Messrs. Ranee Metal 
Industries, Cheruvannur Village, Kozhikode Taluk, Kozhikode 
District, have agreed that the provisions of the Employees' 
Piovident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 
of 1952), should bo made applicable to the said establish- 
ment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby applies the provision of the said Act to the 
said establishment. 

This notification shall come into force on the thiity first 
day of March, 1978. 

[No. S. 35019(46) /78-PF. 11] 
Wo Wo 1696. — VR. TO6R ft SPTW BfaT | fa 

wi w rfhehm famt, ftwwnr im«iw it f-fftwr 

fk wfwfaflr ft SfjJTOTT VT TOT 7? WifaW BT *rf £ fa 
Tfiwkt vtfarat fvrfy *fk STTfoi WO pf’jfm, 1 H n 3 ( l', , ’ 
w io) % to twt wm w tow fPT TTR^rf^f; 


jt 

w: wr, ttt ’rfirfwm wt otw i t4 ttutw ( 4) inr 

st4tt orfwtff w ihipr twt jrr %w,rr nrrrt: tit tTfirfd^nr >t; 

TTSfitr d4n FTOT WT tTPJ Wltfl ^ I 

TB WftPJWTT 1 fTTOTT, 1 97 6 W rr^rT RRSTt TTmr I 
[i>To mTo-3 5 019( 6 S ) / 78-41 oP^oII] 

S.O. 1696.— Whcicas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in rela- 
tion to the establishment known as Messrs Sri Gauri Sanher 
Vilas, SiikakuJum, have agreed that the provisions of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the 
said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise ot the powers conferred by sub- 
section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby applies the piovisions of the said Ac( to (he 
said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into foicc 
on the first day of December, 1 976. 

[No. S. 35019/68/78-PF. II] 

W° Wo I 697 . — WT. WTOT gff JTB Stiff?! fbtT | [% 

wfrfrt (^fw) (sfTo) f(To, ’S'f'Tkfj- rr f iqrf, 

■ru-difl, ftr^vjir -2 1 rfPTTi TOTT if WRTT ffflWP sffT gt»f- 
wfwn gfr ?|hwr w jitt it wt b> »tf t fa wfwfr 

ffftl Stuff 13 ! TO 'crfErkr-TW, 1952 (t952 W 19) T 

TT^tr ?«tm tsf TrT ftrir irrf =wrfvrt ; 

wd , wr, iw ’TfetfiiT gff nra i ttsutt ( 4) sri 
stt't wfwtt Tr srfrir itrrf ^sj-g fz-tr rtt srfijfmTR % 
swtr ott aim w w<r ti^ff 1 1 

bb FfirgwBr i wmkr, 197 s w stfw *r*rsfV srrmff 1 

[fcrrrro 35019(69)/78-'ffotr't;o II] 

S.O. 1697. — -Whereas it appears to the Cential Government 
that the employer and the majoiity of the employees in rela- 
tion to the establishment known as Messrs. Chemitcch (India) 
(Private) Limited, Industrial Development Aren, Kochuvcli, 
Trivandrum-21, have agiecd that the piovisions of Ihe Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 
1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the said 
establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conl’ened by sub- 
section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby applies tile provisions of the said Act lo the said 
establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of January, 1978. 

[No. S. 350 19/69 /78-PF. H] 

w* 16 98, — mr: twr: w mr T?frT forr Jf fa 

fwI f)ofto%o mrwr (Trsfar) faffs - ?, mr-4, B 1 ??, 

|gnf-2i nwr tott f mra faff?? nk Tfwkff if b|- 
bwt ta srra mr ft | fa nrfaw fffa -fk 

rfafa TOVXJ tTfafaTR, 1952 ( 1052 W 19) V TTBWt TW 

F4FPT 4t) tTP), fa 1 -. J tT f -X I Tz, 7 ; 

wr: m, OTt ttfafairiT w trra i iff ttotw ( 4 ) s rrr 

strt vitwff w sofar wfa bb fajfar totr tTfafanr % 

TOTTOST Fdm TOW | I 

bB ttfajWW 1 1 97 8 ft STOT TO'TWT 1 

fao irq-c 350 19 ( 70)/78-'ftotp6i II (i ) J 

SO. 1698.— Whneas it appium to the Cenlnd Government 
that the employer and llie rnajontv ol Ihe einptmees m rela- 
tion to the establishment known as Messis. B.D.K. Valves 
(Piivatc) Limited, N. 4, Industrial Lslale, ITubIi-2], have 
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agreed that the provisions of the Employees' Provident Fund 1 ' 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 19521, should 
be made applicable 10 the said establishment ; 

Now, theiefore, in exercise ot the powers conferred by sub- 
section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to the 
said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the firsi day of January, 1978. 

[No. S. 35019/70/78-PF. TIfitJ 


FTo Wo 1699 — TOfOT fiTFTT. FtfaT-ft fifTOr faftT TtTO OTTO] 
TUFT TtflrffiOT, 1952 ( 1952 FT 19 ) Ft (tUT 6 % TFT 

ftotf srm stft aifarot ft OTto fOT fu, htos from if 
tototof TOf fOT f fhpi t wrofV, 197ft ^ jfOT *fto toTO 

Ft, FTTOfi (wOTt) fafifTO, mr-4, TE«4ft?ttd V&Z, fFft-21 
fiFTF Tim FT TFT TFTF % OTtOTt F fan fafafTOT fTOV 
f I 

[OT t)TTo ,16 019 (70)/7R J ft° T 7Fo II (ii)] 

S.O. 1699.— -tn exercise of the powers conferred by 
the first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) 
the Central Government, after making necessary enquiry 
into the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the first 
day of January, 1978 the establishment known as Messrs 
B.D.K. Valves (Private) limited N-4, Industrial Estate, 
Hubli-21, lor the purposes of the said proviso. 

[No. S. 35019/70/78-PF. II(ii)] 

Flo Wo 17 00. — TOT: %TOPI fiTFTT FT TOT OTTO tfTOT £ fa 
fiOT sf t «WfiT TOfFT, ifTOfi gVr, TTOT, fim «ffalJOT fiTOF 
JfiTTO >TO (OTTOf sflr FfiWfOTf Ft 'T^UFTT Ft F(t Ft 
OTTOT ft rtf ft fa FflTOpft OTOTl TOftf tfTO OTW TTOFET «rfsr- 
fafifi, 1952 ( 19 5 2 FT 19) % TfiTOTO TFT Firm Ft Wfi 

f Fp arrir OTTO! ; 

sro ot, tft srfafipnr <TO strt 1 Ft tfhttt (4) ittt 
OTTT nrfopfi Fr TTFPT Ffit 51 %fifTO TOFTT TFT TTfstfafifi % 
1 OTTO TFT Tstm FT TP[ FTfit fc 1 

FIT TrftPpTOTT 1 fafiTOT, 19 7 0 Ft OTTO OT7?T TTOfit I 

[OT TOT 350 .) ( 7 1 ) / 7 8-"ft ofiF o II] 


S.O. 1700. — Wheieas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Sri Krishna 
Vilas, Meals Hotel, Rajam, Srikakulam District, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-scction (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Oovemmcnt hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first llav of December, 1976. 

[No. S. 35019/71 /78-PF. II] 


FT° Wo 1701 .— TOT: farfTOfiTFTTtff TOT OTTO tfTOT | fa 4 OT 
FFjft WITT STTOTTOfi, TJFFT, fifiriTO fiPTF FTIFt % firfi^t fafiTOF 
TlTO FfiTTfffit Ft T^fiFTT Tfi TFT FT M fif £ fa F#- 

Hirt vrfOTT fhfff fiTO OTfa TFTOT TTfaffiTOT, 1952 ( 1952 
FT 19 ) F TFTOTT TFT FT PET Ft TTfi fatf OTt 


TOT: OT, TFT TOftrffiOT OT ETTO 1 iff T<WTTT ( 4) 3PT 
TFT wfFTtff FT OTtfi FOT JtT fTOTO OTTOR TFT TOftlffiOT % 
TOTTO TFT '«tm OT TTfi FFft 't \ 

FT TOfUfiOTI 1 TOR, 197 S Ft TOFTO $$ TOTOSTt TOTTnft I 

[OT rrfio 35019 (7 3)/7 8-'ftotrFo II] 

S.O. 1701.-— Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Kasturi 
Oil Products, Mukka, Mangalore, have agreed that the pro- 
visions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous 
Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made appli- 
cable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the suld Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of March, 1978. 

[No. S. 35019(73) /78-PF. II] 

FToW° 1702. — FT: OTOTfi TOR FT TOT FrfFT if TOT ft fa 

sfriHfm T^rfaFfTF, ese/i, tot ott ottot tttf tfpft 
fr Fppanr faFlTF Tifa FrfFlfwf Ft FJTPTOT FT TFT FT TrgFT 
Tt fit fa Ffivrtt fitFfi ffifu xftr sfafa twst TrftrffiFfi, 
1952 ( 1952 FT 19) % TTOTT TfiT TFTOfi Ft TTfi fafi OTf 

wfaf; 

TOT, OT, TFT STfafafifi Ft KTTFT 1 Tft TfiTOTT (4) CTTT 
TOFT wfapff FT Tfitfi Frit gfi TRFn: TFT flftffaOT F 

TOTTtT TFT ffilfifi Ft FTfft | I 

SrftRfOTT 1 FTfift, 1978 Ft TfT |f fiF»ft TOpfat I 
[fio fifio 35019 ( 74)/78 J ftafiF° II] 


S.O. 1702. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Progres- 
sive Engineering, 689/1, Udyambag, Belgaum, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be 
made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 


This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of February, 1978. 

[No. S. 3 50 19/74 /78-PF. II] 

FT° SOT 17 0 3-— TOT: fiTFR Ft TOT ITOTO ^TOt | fa 

fi TfitffiFTTT, TOi'iiV fiTfiF ¥«TITOT ft TOTOff 
fafiTOF Tfri; FiHTfriff FptfifiT TOT TOT fir figTOT fi$ i 
fa FfiTOTt fifaTO fafa Tfafa Tfirotr (rftrffiOT, 1952 
( 1952 FT 19) % TOTTO6T TFT TTOfifi Ft WJ fair OTt TOf^tf; 

Ffi: OT, TFT wfaffififi TOTT 1 tfi TTETTOT ( 4) I ITT 
OTTT Stfafifif FT OTTO FTft ftr 3OTTO fiTFR TFT FfafOTfi % 
TOTfiT Tfi FfiTfifi Ft TTfi fTOT | 1 

TO TTfa^OTT 28 FTF&, 1978 Ft TOJTT OT»ft Wtpft I 
[tfo iTTTo 35019 (75)/ 78-fit ofiFo II] 
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NO. 1703. — Whereas i* appears 'o the Central Govern- 
ment that the einployei and Ihc majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Suvama 
Beedi, Mnrnamihalla, Mangalore, have agreed that the pro- 
visions of the Employees' Provident Funds and Miscellaneous 
Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), shouldl be made appli- 
cable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-scction (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall he deemed to have come into force 
on the twenty-eighth day of February, 1978. 

[No, S. 35019/75/78-PF. II] 


ItfoWto 1704 --7T %TTPT 7T1T 7 IT 7? T 7 I 7 mt ft far 
ffn-ff ft ttttt tfjit tittA Nf-tiTTftfiPT Ufaife fa 
fkfkfa, ffaj trntny titt ir Trra farEtn 

A 7 TrfTrfrtff iff IjTWt TT ITT T 7 TffTT ft fif ft f¥ ifani 

tHr frftr At nrfrft ctfaPfTT, 1952 ( 1952 tt js) 

N Tiff rqTPT »f.T 4 R frn irrT Ttfffti ; 

tt. arsf, tit tTfaEm iff tftrr 1 iff ttjft ( 1 ) jft 
sr 7 ’5 urpppfr it spffr tA irArr ttitt t«ft wftffpnr # 

OT3 TIT WTHTT iff TPT TFrff ft I 

Ilf Tfa'JTTf 1 TTFT, 147 7 iff IppT ft TW TTItPrff 
[4° TTo .15019 ( 7 6) / 7 8- r TtorT<T7o )H ( l)] 

S.O. 1704. — Whereas it appear** to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs the 
Navaignnd Taliika Primary Co-operutive Land Development 
Bank limited, Navalgund, Dhanvar Districl, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-sec I ion (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of August, 1977. 

[No. S. 35019/76/78-PF, II(i)] 

UNWTo 1705 — NAt TT1T 7 TTIFI HflR fbfq XrVsTlfW 
Twtr wftjfaipr, 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 nr 19) Yf trm r. % m 
777511 aim tft irfipnff it jtAt iAt 55, ftm t 

XtmtTII MfT "rN % TlTTT 1 UTR, 1977 rf fiTT Ft TUPFT 
7FJT STTiptff Nt-WfAfftT ^TTTNt fa FrffiiT, TTTTri, 
fuTr ffTTsrrt tttt mm ifr eir tf^i; N ttTttt % Erp 
PrfTfssr tfA ft 1 

[No tT*To 3 5 0 19 ( 7 6 ) / 7 ,s-lf onu P ( i i ) ] 

S.O. 1705. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
the first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Ad, 1952, (19 of 1952), 
the Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 
the matter, hereby specifies with effect from the first day 
of August. J977, the establishment known as Messrs, The 
Navalgund Taluka Primary Co-operative Land Development 
Bank limited, Navalgund, Dharwar District, for the purposes 
of tlie said proviso. 

[No. S. 3501 9(76) /78-PF. 11(11)1 

ItToUTo 1700 — TT: %~rfT TTITT iff 7$ TTtT gfTT ft fit 
4tN %tt ^it^ht % i * Tftim fTfbTY. ‘fiitaf’ tftttpNtt, 
frtTPT-io xpttt tv* i fft^irTT At, iftmr 7 Ftt 


ijTsfr vrrnr Nr inn *titi fr tfti f-rfrii yjrt TTirflvi 

iff TgTTTf FT TUT T 7 TffTT St 7$ ft fit ItHtA AlFr Ptfa 
A 7 T17PT TTTT* tItFiTT, 195 2 ( 1452 IT 1 4) N 7W 
TIT 7 1TT4 if 7TT fttr qrT Ttfffd ; 

m, T'fT nftfPrTT iff TFT I IT TTTFf ( 4 ) !TFT 
T4T TfTTir TT TTFf 1 Tft |n %rjfT T^TF TIT trEtflTT It 
TTT r'J -JfT 7t TfTT Itr TTT IFlft ft | 

IT Ttfh^Tir 1 7T 7 lA, 19 7 s iff TfT TTHf IRtT I 
[T<* pT*5 3 51)19 (SO )/ 7 9-fromno ][] 

S.O. 1706. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that Ihe employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Kerala 
State Textile Corporation Limited, 'Ponkaj', Vellayambalam, 
Trivnndtum-10 including its branch at No. 1, Vivckananda 
Road, Coimbatorc-9 have agreed that the provisions of (he 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Piovisions 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to the 
said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall he deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of February, 1978. 

TNo. S. 35019/80/78-PF. II] 

TT0OT0 1707 — T7 . NfiftT T71T 7 IT Iff tpftT Alt ft fit 4TT 
TtfflPTftfeT TRfcFTT FT 7 fafTTT, TPIITT 7 , fttFTTK- 3 7 Tf Tit 
Tm N titt fNtfmr At irq-TtfAfr iff tsrgTKTr rr ttt n 7 
t^tt ftr Tf ft Fp ttttA ’tPtt fhfrrAnr rriffN ttt-t nfttir- 
fTTT, 1952 ( 1 9 $ 2 Tt 19) T TTTfT TIT 'W TT TfT 
f4A 111 TTffffi; 

TT VA, TIT TfTpT4T iff 5TFT 1 iff TT>jrr T ( 4 ) S Ff 
JRT HflTIT Tt TTfl TFr TTtfT TTTR tJTT flfNfTTT 

% TFFsr tit ftm Nr tit ir-fr ft i 

Tff Tpr^TTf 3 0 TIFF, 1977 ift JT^rf TTJtf TFTt I 

[T^TT*.’ 15 0 19 ( 9 4 ) / 7 3-Tf oT«S 0 IT] 
TTo urfo TffBfrTrTT, TT tItt 

S.O. 1707. — -Wheteas it appeals to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Co-operative 
Industrial Estate Limited, Balanagav, Hyderabad-37, have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should 
be made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed lo have come into force 
on the thirtieth day of November, 1977. 

TNo. S. 35019 (84) /78-PF. II | 
S. S. SAHSRANAMAN, Dy. Secy. 

New Delhi, the 31st May, 1978 

S.O. 1708. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 ( 14 of 1947), the Cential Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Bombay, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of Life 
InsLijance Corporation and their workmen over the ter- 
minating the officiating managements of Shii E. G. Till, 
Assistant, which was received by ihe Central Government 
on the 24-5-78, 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL AT BOMBAY 


Reference No. CGIT-31 of 1975 

Employers in relation to the Life Insurance Cor., 
India, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


of 


AWARD PART-I 

This is a reference made by the Govt, of India to this 
Tribunal under clause (d) of sub-section (II of section Id 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, (hereinafter to be re- 
ferred to as 'the Act’j, vide the Govt, of India, Ministry 
of Labour’s No. L-12012/173/76- D, If. A, dated 13-9-1977, 
in respect of an industrial dispute which has arisen between 
the parties, viz., the Bank of Baroda, Ahmedabad, (here- 
inafter to be referred to as ‘the Bank’) and the workmen em- 
ployed under it. 


APPEARANCES : 

For the Management Shri Y. Rumchandran, Adminis- 
trative Officer (Personnel). 

For the Workman Shri M. P. More, Advocate. 
INDUSTRY : Insurance. 

Bombay, dated the 18th March, 1978 

AWARD 

The Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour, vide 
its Order No. L-17012/5/75/DII/4, dated the 5th July, 1975 
referred the following dispute for adjudication to this Tri- 
bunal ; — . 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India in terminating the 
officiating arrangements of Shri E. G. Tili, Assis- 
tant, IHO Group IV and his subsequent transfer 
to Zonal Office is justfied ? If not, to what relief 
is the said workman entitled ?” 

2. After the parties had filed their written statements, etc,, 
the matter was fixed for hearing on a number of occasions 
However, at the hearing on 18-3-1978, the parties filed a 
joint application stating that they have arrived at an amicable 
settlement under which the Life Insurance Cor., of India has 
agreed to pay the Workman concerned Sbri E. G. Tili a sum 
of Rs. 40 which he shall accept in full and final satis- 
faction of all his claims in the dispute under reference. The 
parties pray that the Award be made in terms of this settle- 
ment. 

I consider the terms of the settlement fair and reasonable 
and make my award in terms thereof. No order as to the 
costs. 

J. N.ARATN, Presiding Officer 
[F. No. 1-17012/9/75-D. II] 

S.O, 1709. — In pursuance of section 17 of the industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Ahmedabad in the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the management of 
Bank of Baroda and their workmen over the termination of 
the services of Shri J. S. Shah termporary peon. 

BEFORE SHRI R. C. 1SRANI, PRESIDING OFFICER, 
INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL. AHMEDABAD 

Reference (ITC) No. 4 of 1977 

Adjudication 

BETWEEN 

The Bank of Baroda, 

Ahmedabad. 

AND 

The Workmen employed under it. 

In the matter of terminating the services of Shri J S. 

Shah, temporary peon of Dabhol branch 


APPEARANCES : 

Shri C. V. Pavashkar for — the Bank 
Shri K R. Mehta— -for the Workmen 
216 GofI/78 — 7. 


The dispute, as it appears from the schedule attached to 
the original order, under which this reference has been made, 
relates to the demand, which is as under : 

“Whether the management of Bank of Baroda is justi- 
fied in terminating the services of Shri J. S. Shah, 
temporary Peon of Dabhoi branch. If not, to what 
relief is the said workman entitled 7” 

In support of this demand, the union, by name, All India 
Bank of Baroda Employees’ Union, Nagpur, has filed its 
statement of claim, (Ex. 3) on 30th October, 1977. It is- the 
case of the union that one Shri J. S. Shah, (who will herein- 
after be referred, to as ‘the workman’), was employed by the 
bank as a peon at its branch at Dabhoi in District Baroda, 
Gujarat Stale. The workman had put in more than 240 days 
of continuous service from the year 1970-71. He had there- 
after continuously worked under the bank till 29-5-1973. 
on which date his sei’vices were arbitrarily discontinued 
and he was rendered jobless. It is the contention of the 
union that the workman was appointed against a permanent 
sanctioned vacancy at Dabhoi branch and he was performing 
the duties of permanent nature. Before the services of the 
workman were terminated, he was not given cither qny 
show-cause notice, or any retrenchment compensation. It 
is also alleged by the union that after retrenching the workman 
tbe bank had recruited a new person, by name, Shri Pravin 
Kumar, who, it is alleged, happens to be a relative of a 
member of the staff at Dabhoi Branch. It is, therefore, urged 
that the action of the bank in terminating the services of the 
workman, was illegal and unjustified and, therefore, it re- 
quires to be set aside. Since the bank refused to concede the 
demand of the workman for reinstatement, an industrial 
dispute was raised with the Govt, of India, and ultimately 
the said dispute was referred for adjudication to this Tribunal. 

On behalf of the bank, the written statement (Ex. 8) has 
been filed on 22nd December, 1977, It is contended that the 
workmen being a temporary peon, would nolt be legally entitl- 
ed to file such a claim, or to raise such an industrial dispute. 
It was also urged that this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to 
entertain and decide any such reference. It was contended 
that, in fact, no industrial dispute existed between the parties 
and, therefore, no reference could be made of any such dis- 
pute to the Indusrial Tribunal. According to the bank, the 
workman was not a member of the above mentioned union 
and, therefore, also the Govt, of India was not justified in 
making the reference for which there was no justification 
whatsoever. It is the case of the bank that the workman 
was appointed on purely temporary basis on 
account of some increase in work and, therefore, 
as soon as the said work was over, his services came lo an 
end automatically and that the termination of his services 
under such conditions, would not amount to retrenchment, 
as contemplated under the Act, It was, therefore, urged that 
the demand covered by this reference, should not be grant- 
ed and consequently the reference be rejected. 

The bank also filed further written statement (Ex. 13) on 
22nd February, 1978. Through this additional written state- 
ment, a legal plea was taken which waa to the following 
effect : 

“The Bank stales that no dispute exists between it and 
its workmen in regard to the reinstatement of Shd 
J, S. Shah. The Bank states that no demand hai 
been received by it from the Union of the work- 
men regarding reinstatement of the workman and 
consequently no Industrial Dispute exists between 
the Bank and the workmen employed by them 
over the reinstatement of Shri J. S. Shah. Tn the 
circumstances, it is submitted that no industrial dis- 
pute exists and what is referred is not an industrial 
dispute and this Honourable Tribunal be pleased 
to hold accordingly.” 
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Again, further additional written statement (Hx. 17) was 
filed on 1st March, 1978. Through this further additional 
written statement, the same plea about there being no in- 
duorial dispute between the parties, was reiterated. In addi- 
tion to that, a further plea was taken that the woi kman was 
employed in Dabhoi branch, District Baroda; that in that 
branch there were in all 23 workmen and they had a sepa- 
rate union, by name, Gujarat Pradesh Karmachari Sarigh. 
It is contended that this industrial dispute has not been 
raised or espoused by the said union and, therefore, the pre- 
sent reference iy not legally maintainable, as the union 
which has raised this industrial dispute, had no authority to 
do so. If is urged that the Bank of Baroda Employees' 
Union docs not hare any representative character intofur as 
the Dabhoi branch is concerned and, therefore, also the 
said union cannot raise any industrial dispute on behalf ot 
the workmen employed in Dabhoi branch, A further con- 
tention was taken that during the course of the conciliation 
proceedings, no resolution was filed by the Bank of Baroda 
Employees’ Union, Baroda, that they had been authorised 
either by the workmen of the Dabhoi branch to raise an in- 
dustrial dispute on their behalf in respect of reinstatement of 
Shi f J. S. Shah, or they have been authorised by the work- 
man himselt to raise an industrial dispute on his behalf. In 
short, it is contended by the bank [hat because ihe union 
which raised this industnai dispute before the Government 
of India, had no legal authority io do so, the present refe- 
rence would not be legally maintainable, Tt was, therefore, 
urged that the reference be rejectee!. 


The bank w'as represented by Shri Pavashkur and the union 
was represented by Sh. K.R. Mehta because these preliminary 
contentions were taken on behalf of the bank & because they 
arc of such a nature that if they are decided in favour of the 
bank, the entire reference would be likely to be finally dis- 
posed of, it was decided to hear those prclimintuy conten- 
tions in the first instance before entering into the merits of 
the industrial di.ypiitc. I have, therefore, heard the learned 
representatives of the parties and have also considered Ihe 
evidence given by one Shri S. R. Shah on behalf of the bank. 
He is an officer in charge of the staff and personnel of the 
bank ut Ahmcdabad. Alter heuring the learned representa- 
tives of the parties and after considering the evident led 
before this Tribunal, the only short point which would call 
for determination at this stage, would be, whether the present 
reference is not legally maintainable, in view of the fact that 
the union which had raised this dispute with Government of 
India, and at whose instance the present reference has been 
made, had no legal authority on behalf of the workman to 
raise such an industrial dispute ? 

In fact, on behalf of the bank, two preliminary contentions 
weie raised in order to show lhat no industrial dispute existed 
between the parties' in this case and, therefore, Ihe present 
reference should not have been made by the Government of 
India. The first contention was that after the services of (he 
workman were terminated, no demand was made from the 
bank for his reinstatement in writing and there was no refu- 
sal by the bank in that connection. However, at the time of 
arguing these preliminary contentions, Shri Pavakhkar on 
behalf of the bank, did not press this contention, obviously 
because the witness examined on behalf of the bank, one 
Shri S. R, Shah, at Ex. 19, had admitted lhat the workman 
involved in this reference, had made applications to the bank 
authorities for hia reinstatement and that the bank had not 
given any reply to him. Ho further admitted that his demand 
had also not been acceded too From this admission of the 
witness examined on behalf of the bank tliit' demands were 
made in writing which were not acceded too, it becomes clear 
that (he demand was raised and it was not accepted by the 
bank. This contention was, therefore, rightly given up on 
behalf of the bank. 


As regards the second contention that the union viz., the 
All India Bank of Baroda Employees’ Union, Bombay, 
which had raised Ihis dispute, had no legal authority to do 
so, iy concerned, in my opinion, even the said contention 
has absolutely no force. Admittedly, the said unibn is an all 
India union representing the employees, or the workmen emp- 
loyed by the Bank of Baroda. The workman concerned in 
this case, was undoubtedly employed by (he Bank of Baroda 
in its Dabhoi branch in Baroda Djytrict in the Stale of Guja- 
rat. It is nowhere contended specifically on behalf of the 
bank, that the workman was not a member of the said union 
On the contrary, the witness examined on behalf of the bank 


has shown his ignorance in that respect. During his examinu- 
tion-io-chief, he has stated that there are 23 workmen emp- 
loyed by the bank at its Dabhoi branch and that there is a 
local union, by name, Gujarat Pradesh Karmachari Sangh. 
He further stated that he had received a communication 
from lhat union that the workmen of that branch are its 
members. It is important to note that the said communica- 
tion has not been produced in this reference. Shri Pnvash- 
kar, appearing on behalf of the bank, put a further question 
to this witness during his cxamination-in-chief, and the reply 
of the witness to that question way, as under : 

“f have no knowledge about any <othcr union of which 
these workmen may be members. 

From this reply, it 1 is clear 1 hat there is no denial from 
the bank that the workmen employed at Dabhoi by this bank, 
and particularly the concerned woikman, were the members 
ol that all India union. 

On the other hand, there is documentary evidence on re- 
cord which shows lhat all the workmen employed by the 
bank at its Dabhoi branch, are the members of this all India 
union, because this union had negotiated a settlement with 
the bank on behalf of those workmen. During his cross- 
examination, the witness examined on befldf of the bank 
at Ex, 19, admitted as under : 

“....I am shown a settlement entered into between the 
union by name All India Bank of Baroda Employees 
■ Union and the Bank Management in respect of the 
Godown Keeper employed at Dabhoi. 1 lender a 
copy of that settlement in evidence at Ex, 20...." 

If we refer to that settlement (Ex. 20), i| becomes very 
clear lhat in the year 1976 the said settlement wait arrived 
at between the All India Bank of Baroda Employees' Union, 
Bombay, and the bank authorities. It was in respect of as 
many as 7 workmen employed by the bank at its 
Dabhoi branch. This would clearly establish that 
the workmen working ut Dabhoi in this bank, v»ere 
the members of the said union, which has sponsored the 
case of the workman concerned in this reference. 

There is also anolher documentary piece of evidence which 
would also show that while Ibis dispute was pending, before 
the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), Ahmcdabad, it was 
this union which was negotiating with the bank authorities re- 
garding (his industrial dispute and no objection seems to 
have been taken by the bank on the plea that this union 
could not legally represent the concerned workman. In this 
connection, a reference is invited to the letter, dated 16th 
November, 1976, (Ex, 18|1), addressed by the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (C), Ahmcdabad, to the Secretary to 
the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi. 
On closely scrutinising this letter, it becomes very clear lhat 
it was this Ail India Bank of Baroda Employees’ Union, 
Bombay, which was carrying on negotiations with (he bank 
for a settlement of this industrial dispute covered by this 
reference, but unfortunately no settlement could be arrived 
at and, therefore, the conciliator submitted his fnilurc report 
to the Government of India, with a request that the dispute 
may be referred for adjudication to the competent industrial 
tribunal. In view of this position, it cannot now lie in the 
mouth of the bank to say that this all India union, cannot 
represent the case of the workman, as it has no legal 
authority to do so. The bank itself has been negotiating in 
respect of various industrial disputes between the management 
and the workmen, with this very union. At Ex. 2, the 
authority is produced by Shri K. R. Mehta, who represents 
the workman in this reference. This authority is given to him 
by the general secretary of All India Bank of Baroda Em- 
ployees’ Union to represent the workman )n this reference, and 
it is dated 30th October, 1977. The ail India union, there- 
fore, is not any alien agency which has nothing to do with 
the employees of the Bank of Baroda, or particularly the 
workman covered by this reference. In fact, it is an all India 
union of no other persons, but of Ihe employees of the Bank 
of Baroda. It is, therefore, a proper body to represent the 
cauye of such workmen and, in the instant case, it has also 
rightly espoused the case of Ihe workman. In the case 
between Workmen of Mis. Dharam Pal Prem Chand (Sau- 
gandhi, v. M|s Dharam Pal Prem Chand (Saugundhi), (re- 
ported in AIR, 1966, Supreme Court, on page 182,) it has 
been held by the Supreme Court of India (ha) even an indi- 
vidual dispute when sponsored by a union of workmen, or 
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by a group of workmen, would become an industrial dis- 
pute. In Ibis case, therefore, this individual dispute relating 
to the concerned workman, is undoubtedly an industrial dis- 
pute, as it has been sponsored by a registered union of All 
India Employees of the Bank of Baroda. 


Shri Pavashkar, on behalf of the bank, has invited my 
attention to a few decisions, but, in my opinion, they do 
nor .ipply to the facts of the present case. The first decision 
cired by him is reported in 1957 (J I) L.L.J., on p. 1, in the 
case between Newspapers Ltd., and Industrial Tribunal Uttar 
Pradesh and other In that case the Supreme Court was con- 
sidering the provisions of Section 2 of Uttar Pradesh Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, as well as provisions of Section 2(k) of 
the Act The relevant portion from the head note, is to the 
following effect : 


. . . .Thus viewed the provisions of the Act lend to the 
Act lead to the conclusion that its applicability to 
an individual dispute as opposed to dispute involving 
a group workmen ia excluded unless it acquires the 
general characteristics of an industrial dispute, viz,, 
the workmen as a body or a considerable section 
of therh make common cause with the individual 
workman and thus create conditions contemplated 
by S. 3 of the Uttar Pradesh Act which ia the foun- 
dation of the State Governmental action under that 
Act ” 

Evert according to these observations, an individual dis- 
pute can be an industrial dispute if it is sponsored by a 
body or a considerable section of workmen, who may make 
a common cause with that individual workman, In the 
instant case, with this individual dispute relating to a single 
workman, the entire union representing the employees of 
the Bank of Baroda throughout India, has made a common 
cause and, in fact, if was/ that union which has sponsored 
this industrial dispute. Not only that, but it remained present 
before the conciliator and made altempts for a settlement 
but unfortuntely it was possible to do so. The Govt, 
of India was approached and ultimately this reference was 
got made to this Tribunal for the adjudication of that dis- 
pute, which has undoubtedly bccopic an industrial dispute. 

The other decision cited by him is reported in 1965, (I). 
L.L.J. on p-95 in the case between Ncllai Cotton Mills, 
Tiruneiveli, and Labour Court, Madurai, and another. The 
facts of this case would not be applicable to the facts of the 
present case, as would be clear from the following recital in 
the head note : 


‘'The management in their pleadings before the labour 
court had stated in the instant case that the dispute 
in question was an individual dispute and hence 
the labour court could not go into it. The dispute 
of the individual worker was taken up and referred 
for adjudication at the instance of a general union 
of which some of the fellow workmen in the estab- 
lishment were members. The labour court did not 
consider the question as to how many of the fellow 
workmen, actually es/poused the cause of the con- 
cerned workmun by participating in the particular 
resolution of the union, The labour court thus ne- 
gatived the contention of the management in this 
respect on ground that out of 260 permanent wor- 
kers in the establishment 86 were members of the 
union and hence the union, though it consisted of 
workers of other management, had a right to take 
up the dispute of the concerned worker.’’ 

From these facts, it will become clear that in that case 
the union which had sponsored the cause of the concerned 
workman, was not exclusively the union of the workmen em- 
ployed in that particular industry. Again, there was doubt as 
to how many workmen of that establishment were the mem- 
bers of that particular union which had sponsored the cause 
of the concerned workman. In the instant case, the union re- 
presents the workmen employed by the Bank of Baroda 
throughout India in all its various branches located in diffe- 
rent part of the country. It is not the union representing the 


workmen of any other industry, excepting the Bank of 
Baroda, Again, in this case, it is nowhere the eontenlion of 
the bank that all the workmen employed by the hank at its 
Dabhoi branch, are not the members of this union. On the 
contrary, there is documentary evidence on record that this 
very union has been negotiating with the bank in respect of 
the induutrial disputes of its workmen employed at Dabhoi 
brunch, where the workman was also employed. As such, 
even the second decision would not be helpful to the bank. 
The third and the last decision cited by him is reported in 
1975 (31). F.L.R., at p. 305, in the case between Orissa 
Industries (P.) Ltd., and Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal 
and others). In that case, it was held that there being no 
industrial disputes/, the reference by the Government under 
Section 10(1), read with Section 12(5) of the Act, was with- 
out jurisdiction. In view of this position, the impugned order 
passed by the Tribunal, was held to bo liable to bo quashed. 
It is thus clear that in that particular case the High Court of 
Orissa dime to the conclusion that no industrial dispute 
existed between the parties and, therefore, the State Govt, 
hud no jurisdiction, or right, to make any reference for the 
adjudication of any such dispute. Thri conclusion was arriv- 
ed at on, the basis of the facts of that case that in that parti- 
cular case the workmen had failed to prove that they had 
made a demand before the management which was refused, 
prior to the initiation of the conciliation proceedngs. This 
decision, therefore, relates to the first preliminary contention 
raised in this case by the bank which contention, as stated 
above, was not pressed by Shri Pavashkar on behalf of the 
bank, because there is evidence in this/ case, that the appli- 
cations were made by the workman to the hank authorities, 
but (hey were not heeded to. In view of this discussion, the 
preliminary contentions raised to the legal maintainability of 
this reference by the bank, have absolutely no force and 
deserve to be rejected. 

The preliminary contentions raised on behalf of this bank 
against the legal maintainability of this reference, are hereby 
rejected and it is directed that the reference to proceed fur- 
ther on its merits. The bank authorities to bear their own 
costs and also to pay the costs of the other side, which are 
quantified at Rs. 150, (Rupees one hundred and fifty only). 

R, C. ISRANI, Presiding Officer 
[F. No. L-12012/173/76-D. VA] 

Ahmedabad, 

Dated 24th April, 1978. 

S.O. 1710. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Bangalore, in the industrial dispute 
teen the employers in relation to the management of Vi jay a 
Vijaya Bank Ltd. and their workmen over transfer of S/S. 
K. Narayana Shetty, PA. Harlndranath Srinivas and K. 
Shiva Prasad, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 16-5-78. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL IN 
KARNATAKA, BANGALORE 
Dated the 28th April, 1978 

Reference No. S of 1956 (Central) 

1 PARTY : 

Workmen of Vijaya Bank Ltd., represented by the 
General Secretary, Vijaya Bank Staff Union, No. 
188-VI Cross, Gandhinagar, Bangalore-9 


The Management of Vijaya Bank Ltd,, represented by 
the Chairman, No. 2, Residency Road, Bangalore, 

APPEARANCES 

For the I Party : Sri K. Subba Rao, Advocate. Ban- 
galore. 

For the II Parly : Sri K. J. Shetty, Advocate, Bangalore. 

Order of Reference 

(Government Order No. L-12011/28/76/DIHA) dt. 6-7-76). 
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AWARD 

As per Government Order No, L. 1201 1/28 /76/DTI(A) 
dated 6-7-1976 issued in exercise of its powers conferred 
by Section 7 A and Clause (d) of Sub-Section (1) of Section 
10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the Central 
Government has referred the following dispute for adjudi- 
cation to this Tribunal : — 

“Whether the action of the management of Vijaya Bank 
Limited, Bangalore, in transferring Sarva Shri K. 
Narayana Shetty, M, Harijeevan Shetty, H. Shankar 
Shetty, P. A. Harindranath Srinivas and K. Shiva 
Prasad from Bangalore to different places, amoynts 
to victimisation ? If so, to what relief arc the said 
workmen entitled 7” 

2. The I Party states as follows : — 

The employees of the Vijaya Bank, with a view to safe- 
guard their interest and to improve their service conditions, 
look a decision to form the Vijaya Bank Staff Union in 
May 1976 and intimated their decision to the II Party along 
with the names of the Office Bearers elected. When he came 
to know about this, the Chairman of the II Party Bunk 
was very much upset. On coming to know that the six 
workmen mentioned in the Order of Reference had taken 
a leading part in forming the Union, the Chairman took 
immediate steps for the transfer of K, Narayana Shetty 
(Vice President), i( 2) M. Harijeevan Shetty (General Sec- 
ictary) and H. Shankar Shetty (Treasurer). K. Narayana 
Shetty and H. Shankar Shetty were relieved immediately 
As M. Harijeevan Shetty was on casual leave, the order of 
transfer of M. Harijeevan Shetty was issued by Registered 
Post and was served on him along with the relieving order 
on the next day. The workmen in question have been 
transferred with the sole purpose of destroying the Union 
and to create fear amongst the other employees so that 
no one joins the Union. Therefore, the transfer orders 
were not issued by the management in the interest of the 
exigencies of the service. The circumstances under which 
the transfers have been made were clearly mala fide. Most 
of the Rural Branches of the II Party-Banks are over staffed 
and there was no reason or necessity for sending any more 
hands to these Rural Branches by effecting transfers. The 
turns tiers are, therefore, by way of victimisation. After (he 
six workmen were transferred and relieved, they applied 
for leave on medical grounds complying with all the for- 
malities. The six workmen have not been informed as to 
whether the leave applied for has been sanctioned or not. 
Their salary was also not paid. All these had been done 
with a view to see that the six workmen would surrender 
to the dictates of the Management. At one stage, the 
Chairman of the TI Party-Bank agreed to cancel the transfer 
orders provided the I Party-Union agreed to dissolve itself 
and merge with his puppet Union, that is, Vijaya Bank's 
Employees’ Association. The I Party prays that after can- 
celling the transfer orders, the six workmen may be trans- 
ferred to their original places of work and that they may 
be awarded not only their usual pay and allowances as pro- 
vided by the Bi Partite agreement but also halting allowances 
and other benefits. 

3. The II Party has stated as follows : — 

P.A. Harindranath has been promoted as an Officer and 
posted to Kanpur as per order dated 24-5-1977, P.A. 
Harindranath has also joined the duty at the Kanpur 
Branch on 22-6-1977. Therefore, P.A. Harindranath is not 
a party to the dispute. The transfer of the various work- 
men was a purely managerial function and, therefore, the 
dispute is not one that could be referred by the Central 
Government under Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
The transfers of the workmen were effected in bona fide 
exercise of the managerial functions of the If Party due to 
exigencies of work, After completion of training and his 
confirmation, H. Shankar Shetty, Clerk, was posted in Ihe 
Kemp Gowda Road Branch, Bangalore. After he had ser- 
ved there for a period of more than 3 years, i.e,, on 
14-6-1976, he was transferred to Changadhalli Branch, His 
transfer, after serving for a period of 3 years, was a routine 
one and in the course of the business of the IT Party. Such 
a transfer is not open to challenge. K. Srinivasan joined 
service as a clerk on 2-12-1972 and was confirmed on 
1-4-1973. After training In the Shanthinagar Branch, he 
was transferred to Santhepeth Branch, Mysore City on 
3-2-1973. On 13-7-1976 he was charge-sheeted for gross 


negligence in the discharge of his duties which caused to the 
Bank a loss of Rs. 1,291/-. On 21-5-1976, he was relieved 
of his duties and was directed to report for duty at the 
Kesthur Branch. The refusal of K. Srinivasan to accept 
(be transfer order amounted to an act of further misconduct. 
However, the II Party took a lenient view of the matter and 
allowed him to continue in the said Branch. It is not true 
that he was transferred due to Union activities. With regard 
to K. Narayana Shetty, he joined service as a clerk on 
7-4-1973 and was confirmed on 7-1-1974. After undergoing 
training at Hanumanthanagar Branch, he was posted on 
12-11-1973 to the Administrative Office in Bangalore. 
After nearly 2-1/2 years’ service, i.e., on 3-5-1976, he was 
transferred to Rangenahally Branch with a direction to re- 
port duty on 8-6-1976. His transfer was done in exercise 
of the II Party’s managerial functions as his services were 
required to manage the Rangenahally Branch. Shiva Prasad 
Kordale joined service as a clerk on 1-6-1974 and he was 
under training till 1-3-1975 in the Establishment Department. 
On 3-8-1975, he was transferred to Vijayanagar Branch, 
Bangalore. After nearly a year in the said Branch by 
which time he acquired sufficient experience, he was 
transferred to Morab Branch on 22-7-1976. He was 
in the habit of not attending office without submit- 
ting any leave applications. He was charge-sheeted 
on 24-9-1975 for unauthorised absence. He expressed 
his regret for his absence. He was warned by a 
letter dated 7-6-1975. His transfer was purely in regular 
course of the II Party’s business due to exigencies of service. 
Harijeevan Shetty joined service as a trainee on 1-3-1973 
and was confirmed on 11-1-1974. During the period of 
training and therefore, he was working in the K. G. Road 
Branch and after nearly 3 years, he was transferred to 
Shirol Branch on 4-5-1976. The transfers in question were 
made bona fide in the interest of the II Party’s business. 
The power of transfer is purely a managerial function and 
unless there is a specific rule prohibiting the transfer of an 
employee from one branch to another, the legality and pro- 
priety of the transfer order cannot be challenged. The 11 
Party prays that the Reference may be rejected. 

4. On 24-4-1978 the I Party who was represented by its 
Counsel and the II Party who was represented by its Counsel's 
proxy requested that the cose fixed for 3-5-1978 may be ad- 
vanced. When the case was so taken up, both the parties 
filed a loint. Memo stating that they have settled their dis- 
pute out of court and that, as such, the I Party does not 
press the adjudication of the points of dispute referred. They 
also prayed that an Award may be passed accordingly. 

5. In the light of the Joint Memo filed, an Award is 
passed holding that as the dispute has been settled out of 
Court, the Reference does not survive and that the Reference 
be rejected accordingly. 

F. L. F. ALVARES, Presiding Officer 
[F. No. L-12011/28/76-D. JI A] 

S.O. 1711.-— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Bangalore on the Complaint of 
Shri Raghavendranath Rao under Section 33-A of the I.D. 
Act, 1947 against the management of Corporation Bank 
Ltd. Mangalore, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 20-5-78. 
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BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL IN 
KARNATAKA, BANGALORE 
Dated the 12th May, 1978 

PRESENT : 

Sri F.L.P. Alvares, B.A., B.L., Presiding Officer 
Complaint No. 3 of 1976 in Reference No. 5/69 (Central) 
Complainant 

M. Raghuvendranath Rao, Major, 13/1067, Attnvat 

New Road, Mangalore-575002. 

Vs, 

Opposite Party : 

The Corporation Bank Ltd., Mangalore-575001. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Complainant : — None present. 

For the Opposite Party : — None present. 

AWARD 

This is a Complaint under Section 33-A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

2. The Complainant stales that he was appointed by the 
Opposite Party as a Clerk on 15-4-1958 and that as on 
22-12-1975, he was working as a Special Assistant in tho 
Administrative Office of the Opposite Party at Mangalore. 
He was kept under suspension on 24-12-1975 pending dc- 
pai internal enquiry. He was charged with misconduct of 
wilful insubordination, After holding the domestic enquiry, 
the General Manager of the Opposite Party held that he is 
guilty of the alleged chaige and passed an Order discharg- 
ing him from service. His appeal to the Boaid of Directors 
ot the Opposite Parly was dismissed. The Complainant 
contends that he is a workman concerned in the dispute 
covered by the refeience pending in I. D, No. 5/69. There- 
fore Section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act is attracted 
and it is not open to the Opposite Party to discharge him 
from service save with the express permission or approval 
in writing of the Tribunal before which I. D. No, 5/69 fs 
pending. The Opposite Party has not complied with Sec- 
tion 33 of the I. D. Act, He, therefore, prays that on order 
may be passed directing the Opposite Party to reinstate him 
with back wages and other benefits. 

3. The Opposite Party filed the Objection Statement con- 
tending that as the Complainant was discharging supervisory 
duties and was drawing wages exceeding Rs. 1,000/- per 
month, that is, Rs. 1,394-11, per month, at the lime of his 
discharge from service, the complainant is not a workman 
as defined under Section 2 (s') of the Industrial Disputes Act 
and that, further, the Complainant is not a workman con- 
cerned in the main dispute. The main dispute pending be- 
fore the Tribunal is also not an industrial dispute. Section 
33 is not applicable. The Complainant is not a protected 
workman. The Opposite Parly further stated that as pei 
orders dated 22-12-1975 transferring the Complainant to the 
Rranches Inspection Depaitment, the Complainant handed 
over charge of all the files held by him at the Advances 
Department on 23-12-1975 after office hours. The Comp- 
lainant ought to have reported for duty at the Branches 
Inspection Department on 24-12-1975 in the morning before 
office hours, Instead, on 24-12-1975, the Complainant was 
sitting idle at the Advance Department occupying the chair 
where he used to sit without reporting for duty at the Branches 
Inspection Department. With a view to find out the reason 
for not reporting fqr duty at the Branches Inspection De- 
partment, the Chairman of the Opposite Party sent word to 
the Complainant through his Peon to see him at his cabin. 
The Peon came back and reported to the Chairman that the 
Complainant refuses to come and sec him at his cabin. 
Thereupon, the Chairman went to the Complainant in per- 
son and asked him in the presence of the Deputy General 
Manager of the Establishment Department as well as tlfe 
r ubour Law Officer to accompany him to his cabin The 
Complainant refused to accompany and behaved in a very 
rude manner towards the Chairman, The Complainant 


was thereupon placed under suspension and an enquiry was 
held against him. The Complainant was permitted to be 
represented by the General Secretary of the Union to defend 
him and was given full opportunity to cross-examine the 
Opposite Party's witnesses and to examine his witnesses. The 
Enquiry Officer found the Complainant guilty of 2 of the 
3 charges relating to wilful insubordination of lawful and 
teasonabie orders of the Chairman and wilful disobedience 
cf the order to report for duty at the Branches Inspection 
Department on 24-12-1975 at 9-30 A.M. The orders passed 
by the Opposite Party discharging the complainant from 
service by paying a month’s salary in lieu of notice with 
a view not to mar his future prospects is in accordance with 
law'. No case has been made out by the Complainant to 
rescind the order of discharge. 

4. As many as seven adjournments starting from 22-10-77 
were obtained by the Complainant’s counsel from time to 
saying that negotiations arc going on, that the dispute has 
been settled and requesting for time to report for settlement. 
On the subsequent 6 adjournments starting from 28-2-1978, 
neither the Complainant nor his counsel were present nor 
was any settlement reported. 

5. Both the Complainant and his counsel were absent 
when the case was taken up on 10-5-1978 finally ns ordered 
earlier. Observing that the Complainant had sufficient 
opportunity to make out his representation, it was ordered 
that the case he proceeded with. The records have been 
persued. 

6 The burden lies upon the Complainant to prove that 
he Is a workman concerned in the dispute pending in I. D. 
No. 5 of 1969. When the Opposite Party says that as a 
Special Assistant and also drawing a salary of Rs. 1,394-11 
per month, the Complainant was discharging supers isory 
duties, prima facie it is seen that the Complainant is not a 
workman as defined under .Section 2(s) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. The complaint filed under Section 33-A of 
the I. D. Act docs not, therefore, lie. 

7. The complaint is rejected. 

(Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him and 
corrected by me). 

12-5-1978 

F. L. F. ALVARES, Presiding Officer 
[F. No, L-1202 5/99 /78-D.IIA-I 


New Delhi, the 1st lune, 1978 

SC). 1712.- -In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi in the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Allahabad Bank, Aligarh, and their workmen over the 
termination of services of Shi i Arvind Kumar Gupta, Cash 
Clei k. 


BLEORL SHRI MAHESH CHANDRA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT rNDIJSTRl \ L 
TRIHUNAL-CUM-LAHOUR COURT. 

NEW DELHI 

I.D No. 17 of 1978 

BETWEEN 

The Ptcsident, All India Allahabad Bank Employees’ 
Association, Kntaiiwali, Gali Jaiganj. Alieaih 
fAivind Kumai Gupta) — Petitioner. 

Versus 

The Asstt. General Manager, Allahabad Bank, Hazurat 
Ganj, Lucknow, — Respondent. 
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AWARD 


The Central Government as appropriate Government vide 
its order No. L. 12012/84 /77-D. JI. A dated the 13th/ 15th 
February, 1978 made a reference u/s 10 of the Industrial 
Dispute Act, 1947 in he following terms : — ■ 

“Whether the action of the management of Allahabad 
Bank in terminating the services of Shri Arvind 
Kumar Gupta, Cash Clerk, Muslim University, Ali- 
garh Branch w.e.f. 3-3-1 977 is legal and justified 7 
If not, to what relief the said workman is en- 
titled 7” 

2. After usual notices were sent to the Bank and the work- 
man fresh notification was received from the Central Govt. 
The said noification is of even number and dated 2/7th 
March, 1978 and it has been issued in the nature of a Corri- 
gendum. It reads ‘The Ministry of Labour Order No. L- 
12012/94 /77-D. II. A dated 13 /17th February, 1978 re- 
ferring the industrial dispute between the employers in re- 


lation to the management of Allahabad Hank, Muslim Uni- 
versity Aligarh and their workmen which has been inadver- 
tently issued for the second time may be treated as cancel- 
led.’ 

3. Copies of the subsequent notification have been endors- 
ed to the Asstt. General Manager, Allahabad Bunk, Lucknow 
as also President, All India Allahabad Bank Employees 
Association, Aligarh. 


4. In these circumstances no further action is called for 
in this reference and the reference would be deemed to 
have been cancelled. Accordingly this award deeming re- 
ference to have been cancelled is hereby made. 

MAHESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 
Dated : the 20th Maich, 1978. 

[E No. I.-12012/94/77-D. IIA| 
R. P. NARULA, Under Secy. 
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